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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 food items monitored in Toronto 
increased by 7.3 per cent during the quarter December 1, 
1983 to March 1, 1984. Prices increased by 10.0 per cent 
from a year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons show that the total price of 72 food 
items increased by 4.7 per cent between December, 1983 

and January, 1984. Prices remained stable between 
January and February and increased by 2.5 per cent between 
February and March. 


During the quarter prices decreased in the following 
categories: canned vegetables (9.4 per cent), other 
groceries (1.9 per cent), lamb (9.8 per cent) and poultry 
(2.6 per cent). These decreases were largely due to 
specials which were featured during the March monitoring. 


All other categories registered increases some of which 
were related to price movements from December specials. 


The 2.4 per cent increase in the 'dairy and eggs' category 
reflected increases in the price of milk and milk products 
such as butter and cheese. These followed the Ontario 
Milk Marketing Board's increase of 6.5 per cent in the 
price paid to farmers for fluid milk, effective January 16. 
The increases also reflected upward adjustments in the 
target returns for industrial milk and cream. 


Increases of 6.8 per cent in the 'cereal and bread' 
category and 7.3 per cent in the 'beverages' category 
were largely due to the lifting of December specials. 


The 'fresh fruit and vegetable' category registered the 
largest increase of 29.6 per cent, largely due to the 

freeze in Florida and Texas which damaged crops and affected 
the supplies and price of imports. The decline in local 
storage stocks was another contributing factor. 


The price of canned fruits and juices also came under the 
influence of the factors affecting fresh fruits and 
vegetables. The price of canned fruits increased by 4.1 
per cent and canned juices by 5.5 per cent. 


The 'dry groceries' and ‘other groceries' categories 
increased largely in response to the lifting of December 
specials on some items and increases in the regular price 
of others. 


The 4.6 per cent increase in the 'oils and fats' category 
was largely due to the effects of higher oil seed prices. 
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The 'jams and syrups' category increased by 6.7 per cent 
mainly as a result of increases in the price of honey and 
jam. 


The 'beef' category registered an increase of 16.1 per 
cent over the quarter largely in response to the lifting 
of December specials. Steer price movements in the U.S., 
due to adverse weather conditions, also influenced retail 
beef prices in the North American market. The demand for 
beef is expected to increase with the coming of the 
barbecue season. This is expected to put upward pressure 
on retail beef prices. 


The 'pork' price increase of 11.9 per cent was mainly due 
to reduced supplies. 


Price changes are available by category in Table l. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 food items monitored on 
March 1, 1984 were lower than Toronto in seven 
Southern Ontario communities. The spread remained 
unchanged in one community and widened in six 
others. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Prices were lower than Toronto in seven Northwestern 
Ontario communities. The spread widened in seven 
communities and narrowed in four others often 
reflecting the fact that total prices improved in 
relacton to Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total prices were lower than Toronto in eleven 
Northeastern Ontario communities. The differential 
narrowed in eight communities and widened in ten 
others sometimes reflecting improvements in 
relation ‘to Toronto. 


A comparison of prices in Toronto and all other 
communities can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a gives the average price of easily compar- 
able items in 37 Ontario communities as of 
March 1. “L934; 
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Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 





Sept. 1/83 Dec. 1/83 March 1/83 

% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Community from Toronto _—from Toronto _from Toronto 
Toronto - 2 mt 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton -0.6 Opel -4.4 
Kingston =2.0 0.0 =3.0 
London OZ -1.3 ai 
Ottawa -7.0 -4.6 =726 
Owen Sound -6.1 -2.7 —6n 
Peterborough -2.4 -0.7 -2.5 
Windsor maa -0.6 -3.3 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan Zao 3.0 -3.3 
Dryden -1.4 0.6 _-3.0 
Fort Frances -4.6 nt -12.0 
Geraldton ed 1.5 -5.4 
Ignace vegan O26 -0.9 
Kenora -1.4 ae) ORS) 
Marathon Sys D3 0 
Rainy River Aine Sy2 B30 
Red Lake 2.6 Nor] 1.0 
Sioux Lookout 4.7 Sy! 0.5 
Thunder Bay -2.4 -2.0* -9,0* 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River -0.8 3.0 043 

- Chapleau 2.9 8.2** ior 

Cochrane ieaes) 0.6 -0.8 
Elliot Lake -0.2 a3 22m 
Espanola -1.0% -4.1% -5.0 
Hearst 2.8 2.8 -0.9 
Iroquois Falls -1.7 -2.1 -4.4 
Kapuskasing Zan 260 TZ 
Kirkland Lake =-15 3 -0.2 -0.5 
Manitoulin Island 6.8 6.2 3.7 
Moosonee 9.3 LE.4 Seal 
New Liskeard 0.2 1.8 -1.4 
North Bay =25.0 0.6 cia 
Sault Ste. Marie =L.2 0.0 0.4 
Sturgeon Falls 1.1 3.7 0.1 
Sudbury -7./7 -5.8. -7.4 
Timmins -0.3 £24 -1.9 
Wawa Oct Riel: -3.4 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 


*Price changes are based on a 2-store average due to the recent closure 
of a third store originally included in survey. 


**Price changes relate to one store only due to the recent closure of a 
second store originally monitored. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 
PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between December 1, 1983 and March 1, 1984 prices 
increased in 36 of the 37 Ontario communities. 
Increases ranged from 0.1 per cent in Geraldton 
to 7.7 per cent in Sault Ste. Marie. Thunder Bay 
registered a decrease of 0.4 per cent over the 
period. 


Increasesin the price of fresh fruits and vegetables 
contributed significantly to price increases in 

all communities. However, items in other food 
groups such as oils and fats, cereals and bread, 
beef, other groceries, jams and syrups also showed 
significant increases in some communities. The 

lamb and poultry categories registered price 
decreases in many communities. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are 
presented in Table 3. 


The percentage changes by category for the period 
December 1, 1983 to March 1, 1984 are available 
for all centres in Table 3a. 
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Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters 
for All Centres 


ooo eee 
ee ————oaoaoaoeeeeeeeeeee 


June 2/83 to Sept. 1/83 to Dec. 1/83 to 


Sept. 1/83 Dec. 1/83 Mar. 1/84 

Community ___% Difference _% Difference _'% Difference _ 
Toronto 209 -0.6 Ie3 
S. ONTARIO 

Hamilton Ze OF2 dag e 
Kingston =O. 1: Zed 4.1 
London 208 -2.0 Joa 
Ottawa 0.4 LD 3.9 
Owen Sound ea) 3.0 Zyl 
Peterborough 0.6 RY 54 
Windsor i orl: 160 4.4 


N.W. ONTARIO 


Atikokan 0.3 Oe k 0.8 
Dryden —1.1 On 3-2 
Fort Frances =-§.0 ee P| 
Geraldton 0.0 -1.0 Git 
Ignace 0 -2.1 Diaik 
Kenora 2.0 0 ve! 
Marathon 2.9 ig 3c0 
Rainy River =< ()i57 =e oval 
Red Lake -1.5 aD ES 
Sioux Lookout -0.4 0.4 2.0 
Thunder Bay a6 -0.1* -0.4% 
N.E. ONTARIO 

Blind River 0.0 3.2 4.6 
Chapleau 0.6 4, 5*% Ls 
Cochrane 1.9 -1.7 a 
Elliot Lake —1.4 Is,.0 343 
Espanola 0.8% = 300 6.4% 
Hearst ile, 9 -0.6 3.4 
Iroquois Falls -0.7 -0.9 4.7 
Kapuskasing ey) -0.1 6.8 
Kirkland Lake LB 0.6 6.9 
Manitoulin Island 17, -1.2 4.8 
Moosonee -O.1 as De 
New Liskeard Oe 1.0 3.9 
North Bay -0.9 ie | Srl 
Sault Ste. Marie -2.1 0.9 Teed 
Sturgeon Falls 260 200 340 
Sudbury deh aes Spe 
Timmins -0.7 BZ 3.7 
Wawa Oey -0.2 pars 


Source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 


*Price changes are based on a 2-store average due to the recent closure 
of a ‘third ‘store originally included in survey. 


_*kPrice changes relate to one store only due to the recent closure of 
a second store originally monitored. 
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APPENDICES 


Scope of Monitoring 


Methodology 





SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitor- 
ing in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, 
Toronto and 34 communities were monitored. In August 1981 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 

which were not included in previous monitoring. This 
report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
Pilicer, Som Monge St.5e'Torontoe » Ontario, M/A" 2ZH6.. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, represent- 
ing over 30 food companies, was compiled as the basis 
foramood Drvee Monitoring at the retail level through- 
out the province. The food groupings include many 
staples and closely relate to the normal purchase 
selections of consumers in the supermarket. During 
the monitoring, both the regular and special prices 

of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 per cent of the estimated market in the 
eleven major centres of Ontario. These market 
centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, 
Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Sudbury, Thunder Bay and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 61 per cent of 
the province's population. A monitored supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 
of the 11 centres. Thus, the resulting price trends 
in Ontario are broadly based. In addition, price 
monitoring in 26 northeastern and northwestern 
Ontario communities facilitated province-wide price 
comparisons. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on 

the same day quarterly. The average prices for each 
centre were calculated from the prices monitored in 
three” stores; Since consumers had the opportunity.-to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 

included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability were antici- 
pated in some of the more remote and smaller communi- 
ties, staples and items sold in large volume were 
selected for monitoring. Appropriate adjustments had 
to be made for size or brand substitutions, using a 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories 
so that prices could be compared without revealing 
individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs Dry Groceries 
Cereals and Bread Oils and Fats 
Beverages Jams and Syrups 
Canned Fruits and Vegetables Other Groceries 
(including canned juices) Meats (including 
Fresh Fruits & Vegetables beef, frozen lamb, 


pork and poultry) 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
individual items on an historical and geographical 
basis. A comparison of prices between Toronto and 
other centres is presented in Table 2. Percentage 
changes in prices from previous months are shown in 
Table 3 tor - ali the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 food items monitored in 
Toronto increased by 1.2 per cent during the quarter 
March 1, 1984 to June 7, 1984. Prices increased by 
8.5 per cent from a year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of 
the 72 food items decreased by 1.6 per cent between 
March and April; increased by 0.8 per cent between 
April and May and increased by 2.0 per cent between 
May and June. 


During the quarter prices declined in the following 
categories: canned juices (0.1 per cent); fresh fruit 
and vegetables (6.4 per cent); dry groceries (1.5 per 
cent); lamb (10.0 per cent); pork (2.8 per cent) and 
poultry (0.8 per cent). These decreases were mainly 
due to specials during the June monitoring period. 
Lower prices for lamb and fresh vegetables provided 
significant downward pressure on the total price of 
the 72 items. 


All other categories registered increases largely due 
to price movements from March specials. 


The 2.2 per cent increase in the 'dairy and eggs' 
category was mainly due to the lifting of March 
specials on eggs and higher prices for manufactured 
dairy products. The April 1 increase in target returns 
for industrial milk and support prices for butter and 
skim milk worked its way into higher prices for 
manufactured dairy products. 


Increases of 1.9 per cent in the 'cereals and bread' 

category; 8.9 per cent in the beverages category and 

15.3 per cent for ‘canned juices' were largely due to 
the lifting of March specials. 


The 3.0 per cent increase in the ‘jams and syrups' 
category reflect increases in the price of jam. 


The 3.0 increase in beef prices reflect increases in 
Canadian cattle prices which respond to changes in U.S. 
cattle prices and Canada/U.S. exchange rates. Increased 
consumer demand during the barbecue season is also 
exerting upward pressure on the price of some cuts 

of beef. 
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The year to year comparison indicates that the fresh 
fruits and vegetables category registered a significant 
increase between March 1983 and March 1984. This can 
be explained in the quarterly movement of prices. 


Over the quarter March to June 1983 prices in this 
category increased by 23.9 per cent reflecting a 
reduction of supplies from Canadian storage and substi- 
tution of higher priced imports. This significant 
increase was only partially offset by price declines 

in the two subsequent quarters (June to September, 

-4.1 per cent and September to December, -6.9 per cent). 
This category registered another substantial increase 
of 29.6 per cent over the quarter December 1983 to 
March 1984 largely due to decline in local storage stocks 
as well as the upward pressure on import prices 
triggered by the freeze in Florida and Texas. 


The year over year increase was, therefore, calculated 


from a lower base in March 1983 and the effect was 
only partially offset during the year. 


Price changes are available by category in Table l 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored on June 7, 
1984 was lower than Toronto in seven Southern Ontario 
communities. The spread widened in five communities 
and narrowed in two others. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Prices were lower than Toronto in seven Northwestern 
Ontario communities. The spread narrowed in nine 
communities, widened in one and remained stable in 
one other. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total prices were lower than Toronto in 14 North- 
eastern Ontario communities. The differential widened 
in 14 communities and narrowed in 4 others. 


A comparison of prices between Toronto and all other 
communities can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a gives the average price of easily comparable 
items in 37 Ontario communities as of June 7, 1984. 
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Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 


a 


Dec. 1/83 March 1/84 June 7/84 

% Difference % Difference - % Difference 
Community from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto - - ~ 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton Or1 -4.4 -4.6 
Kingston 0.0 =a0) =1.9 
London =[.3 =1.3 72.0 
Ottawa -4.6 -7.6 -13.9 
Owen Sound 2.7 -6.4 baal Aes) 
Peterborough -0.7 -2.5 -3.3 
Windsor -0.6 -3.3 m2 eo 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan 3.0 -3.3 -0.9 
Dryden 0.6 ~310 st 
Fort Frances -7.5 ~12.0 =f 
Geraldton ‘ey -5.4 -5.1 
Ignace 0.6 70.9 0.4 
Kenora igi Reha 5,3 sh 
Marathon Cis 1G 0.4 
Rainy River Sy O20) =0e 
Red Lake any 0 10 
Sioux Lookout sels 055 0.6 
Thunder Bay =2'.0 -9.0 ~5.6 


N.E. ONTARIO 


Blind River 370 aes -6.9 
Chapleau 8.2 1.9 ene 
Cochrane 0.6 -0.8 =-2.5 
Elliot Lake cS -2.2 -1.8 
Espanola -4.1 -5.0 -8.8 
Hearst 2.8 -0.9 Ost 
Iroquois Falls -2.1 “4.4 -6.9 
Kapuskasing 20 Dez SAN, 6, 
Kirkland Lake -0.2 -0.5 —3.2 
Manitoulin Island One Jak 325 
Moosonee DAs tt 9.1 il, eas) 
New Liskeard 5 lpg 2) -1.4 -7.6 
North Bay 0.6 -3.4 =3 0b 
Sault Ste. Marie 0.0 0.4 -6.7 
Sturgeon Falls CN Oe =23%4 
Sudbury -5.8 -7.4 =9.5 
Timmins 14 -1.9 -6.0 
Wawa bed -3.4 -1.6 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 
PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between March 1 and June 7, 1984 the total price of 
the 72 items increased in 22 of the 37 Ontario 

communities monitored. Total prices declined in 14 
other communities and remained stable in one other. 


Increases ranged from 0.1 per cent in Marathon to 

8.5 per cent in Fort Frances. This significant 
increase in Fort Frances over the quarter is mainly 
due to an abundance of specials in that community 
during the March monitoring period. These have now 
returned from the artificially low base to regular 
prices which are, in some cases, higher than the pre- 
special prices. 


Decreases in the price of fresh fruits and vegetables, 
grocery items, oils and fats, lamb and poultry 
contributed significantly to price declines in some 
communities. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are 
presented in Table 3. 


The percentage changes by category for the period 
March 1 to June 7, 1984 are available for all centres 
in Table 3a. 
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Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Months 

for All Centres 
SEES SEES EINE D TDI IB AEST EET EOE ETA TZ STE TSE Taare caetemmramraapmnane cree I 
ee 


Sept.1/83 to Dec.1/83 to Mar.1/84 to 
Dec. 1/83 Mar.1/84 June 7/84 
Community % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto -0.6 Fane es 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton Oe2 26 130 
Kingston pre 4.1 7e3 
London -2.0 ed -0.3 
Ottawa 1.9 3.9 -5.6 
Owen Sound ar0 aol 0.0 
Peterborough PZ 5.4 0.4 
Windsor asd 4.4 2.0 


N.W. ONTARIO 


Atikokan Oe. 0.8 7 
Dryden 0.7 3.0 1.8 
Fort Frances -3.5 2x0 8.5 
Geraldton -1.0 0.1 BSS 
Ignace arab 57 2.6 
Kenora -0./7 Seys Pes 
Marathon -1.1 Ga5 Vee 
Rainy River ~ 15 Tok ~2iee 
Red Lake 13S ee 2 
Sioux Lookout One 2.0 Lee 
Thunder Bay -0.1 -0.4 5.0 


N.E. ONTARIO 
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Iroquois Falls 
Kapuskasing 
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Manitoulin Island 
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Timmins 
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Source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 
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-0.4 


-0.8 


Lamb Pork Poultry Meat 
-2.8 


-10.0 


Beef 
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Syrups 
30 
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Vegetables 
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Dairy Cereals 
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Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, March 1, 1984 to June 7, 1984 (Percentage Change) 
% Change 
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Specials are included for all locations. 
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Atikokan 
Dryden 


Manitoulin Island 


Moosonee 
Sturgeon Falls 
Sudbury 
Timmins 


Iroquois Falls 
Wawa 


Owen Sound 
Peterborough 
Windsor 

Fort Frances 
Geraldton 
Ignace 
Kenora 
Marathon» 
Rainy River 
Red Lake 
Sioux Lookout 
Thunder Bay 
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Chapleau 
Cochrane 
Elliot Lake 
Espanola 
Hearst 
Kapuskasing 
Kirkland Lake 
New Liskeard 
North Bay 
Sault Ste. 
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Kingston 
London 
Ottawa 
N.W. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitor- 
ing in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, 
Toronto and 34 communities were monitored. In August 1981 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 

which were not included in previous monitoring. This 
report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
PLCOOLy woo YOnge = st., Toronto, Ontario; M7A~2ZH6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, represent- 
ing over 30 food companies, was compiled as the basis 
for food price monitoring at the retail level through- 
out the province. The food groupings include many 
staples and closely relate to the normal purchase 
selections of consumers in the supermarket. During 
the monitoring, both the regular and special prices 

of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 per cent of the estimated market in the 
eleven major centres of Ontario. These market 
centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, 
Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Sudbury, Thunder Bay and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 61 per cent of 
the province's population. A monitored supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 
of the 1l centres. Thus, the resulting price trends 
in Ontario are broadly based. In addition, price 
monitoring in 26 northeastern and northwestern 
Ontario communities facilitated province-wide price 
comparisons. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on 

the same day quarterly. The average prices for each 
centre were calculated from the prices monitored in 
three stores. Since consumers had the opportunity to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 

included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
Aiscrori.cal Gomparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability were antici- 
pated in some of the more remote and smaller communi- 
ties, staples and items sold in large volume were 
selected for monitoring. Appropriate adjustments had 
to be made for size or brand substitutions, using a 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories 
so that prices could be compared without revealing 
individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs Dry Groceries 
Cereals and Bread Oils and Fats 
Beverages Jams and Syrups 
Canned Fruits and Vegetables Other Groceries 
(including canned juices) Meats (including 
Fresh Fruits & Vegetables beef, frozen lamb, 


pork and poultry) 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
individual items on an historical and geographical 
basis. A comparison of prices between Toronto and 
other centres is presented in Table 2. Percentage 
changes in prices from previous months are shown in 
fable Seftor all the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 food items monitored in Toronto 
declined by 0.7 per cent during the quarter June 7, 1984 
to September 6, 1984. Prices increased by 7.2 per cent 
from a year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of the 
72 food items increased by 1.0 per cent between June and 
July, declined by 0.5 per cent between July and August and 
declined by 0.7 per cent between August and September. 


During the quarter prices declined in the following 
categories: canned vegetables (2.0 per cent); fresh fruits 
and vegetables (24.7 per cent); dry groceries (9.3 per 
cent); jams and syrups (0.8 per cent) and beef (5.6 per 
cent). The significant decline in the price of fresh 
fruit and vegetables was mainly attributable to increased 
supplies as new crops were harvested. 


All other categories registered increases due to price 
movements from June specials as well as increases in 
regular prices. 


The 4.6 per cent increase in the ‘cereals and bread' 
category was mainly due to increases in the price of 
cereal and bakery products. These were likely responses 
to increases in the cost of input such as bread wheat and 
eggs over the quarter. 


The 6.6 per cent increase in the ‘canned juices category' 
was mainly due to return to regular prices from June 
specials. 


The 6.2 per cent increase in the 'oils and fats' category 
reflected raw oil price increases in the first half of the 
year. 


The ‘other groceries' category increased by 6.3 per cent 
mainly due to the lifting of June specials. 


The 'lamb' category showed a significant increase of 25.1 
per cent largely due to return to regular prices from June 
specials. 


The 7.3 per cent increase in the 'pork' category reflected 
higher Canadian and U.S. hog prices and decreased U.S. 
pork supplies. 


The 'poultry' category increased by 4.0 per cent mainly as 
a result of higher chicken prices. Strong seasonal demand 
for chicken and higher pork prices helped to push up 
poultry prices. 


Price changes are available by category in Table l. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in September 
1984 was lower than Toronto in six of the other seven 
Southern Ontario communities surveyed. Prices were 
Similar in one other community. The differential between 
Toronto and four communities narrowed since June 1984, 
often reflecting price improvements in Toronto. The 
differential widened in three other communities although 
this meant price improvements in these communities. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Food prices were lower than Toronto in six of the eleven 
Northwestern Ontario communities surveyed. The 
differential between Toronto and four Northwestern Ontario 
communities narrowed since June 1984 reflecting 
improvements in Toronto in relation to these communities. 
The differential widened in six other communities and 
remained stable in one other often reflecting price 
improvements in Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total prices were lower than Toronto in 12 of the 18 
communities monitored. The differential between Toronto 
and 12 Northeastern Ontario communities narrowed in five 
other communities and remained stable in one other. 


A comparison of prices in Toronto and all other 
communities monitored can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a gives the average price of easily comparable 
items in 37 Ontario communities as of September 6, 1984. 
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Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 


me 


March 1/84 June 7/84 Sept. 6/84 
% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Community from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto - - - 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton -4.4 -4.6 -2.8 
Kingston = Sal = 69 20S 
London ol Wee! -2.8 nO 
Ottawa =-7.6 118 =O. 9 
Owen Sound = On a =7 35 = Diet? 
Peterborough =205 =3).13 -3.4 
Windsor Goo tes -2.5 -2.6 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan — -3-3 -0.9 =0;.9 
Dryden = 350 ml eS —1.5 
Fort Frances » =-12.0 -5./7 -6.2 
Geraldton =5.4 -5.1 ees 
Ignace =O. 9 0.4 Lod 
Kenora = aS Se -2.8 
Marathon 1.6 0.4 Dat 
Rainy River 3.0 =070 3.2 
Red Lake LO ib 0) 2a 
Sioux Lookout 0.5 0.6 4.4 
Thunder Bay =o, oe eres 


N.E. ONTARIO 


Blind River O%.3 —6 9 -5.1 
_ Chapleau ‘line 9 2.4 3.0 
' Cochrane -0.8 -2.5 -3.7 
Elliot Lake -—2.2 -1.8 -1.2 
Espanola #529 =O.00 Fr dtewh 
Hearst -059 O.21 Leis) 
Iroquois Falls -4.4 =6.9 =3.3 
Kapuskasing 2 = 240 0.6 
Kirkland Lake =Veo =3:34 -3.3 
Manitoulin Island 3.7 3.5 4.7 
Moosonee 9.0L L07,5 10.4 
New Liskeard -1.4 -7.6 =o. 0 
North Bay -3.4 -3.6 -3.1 
Sault Ste. Marie 0.4 =6 47 -4.4 
Sturgeon Falls 0.1 ~2.4 -2.4 
Sudbury sl et ac ia) al A 
Timmins -1.9 =6 50 -0.6 
Wawa -3.4 -1.6 1s 





Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 
PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between June 1984 and September 1984 the total price of 
the 72 items monitored decreased in 13 of the 37 
communities monitored. Total prices increased in 23 other 
communities and remained stable in one other. Decreases 
ranged from 0.1 per cent in Chapleau, Elliot Lake and 
North Bay to 2.0 per cent in Cochrane. Increases ranged 
from 0.4 per cent in Espanola to 4.8 per cent in Timmins. 


Price increases were largely due to higher prices for 
items in categories such as cereals and bread, beverages, 
oils and fats, jams and syrups, pork and poultry. 


In many communities lower prices of fresh fruits and 
vegetables, dairy and eggs, dry groceries and beef were 
mainly responsible for reducing prices or moderating price 
increases. 


Some centres showed significant increases in the lamb 
category largely due to the lifting of June specials as 
well as higher regular prices. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are presented 
inNelavLe. 3. 


The percentage changes by category for the period June to 
September 1984 are available for all centres in Table 3a. 
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Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters 

for All Centres 
SS LE TS a Facer Ae en see 
—e—we—w6vwnaanaonmanananannanaS TE eee 


Dec. Ce to Mar. 1/84 to June 7/84 to 
Mar. 1/84 iheyes 7) 

Toronto Veo C2 =0).7 
S. ONTARIO 

Hamilton 2.4 U0 19 
Kingston AS Zn -1.5 
London RS =0.3 vane 
Ottawa ore. ~3.9 ves | 
Owen Sound eye i )ee 8) 20 
Peterborough 5.4 0.4 Re, 
Windsor 4.4 220 =0.8 
N.W. ONTARIO 

Atikokan 0.8 209 -0.7 
Dryden 3.5 Les 0.0 
Fort Frances 2.0 8.5 -1.3 
Geraldton 0.1 ia 3.4 
Ignace Diet ooG 0.6 
Kenora coat is. 3 Lcd 
Marathon 3.5 OL LZ 
Rainy River 7.1 re Zo 
Red Lake Oe Ane 0.6 
Sioux Lookout 2.0 1.2 3.1 
Thunder Bay -0.4 5.0 2.8 
N.E. ONTARIO 

Blind River 4.6 -6.1 iar 
Chapleau die a =O) 
Cochrane 5.6 =O.) -2.0 
Elliot Lake Seo 1.6 =O) 
Espanola 6.4 -2.8 0.4 
Hearst 34 YL eh) 
Iroquois Falls 4.7 woes | Sra} 
Kapuskasing 6.8 ES: yee) 
Kirkland Lake 6.8 re a = (Ores 
Manitoulin Island 4.8 1.0 Oso 
Moosonee Brel a =05.:3 
New Liskeard 3.9 “3.2 4.3 
North Bay 360 iO =O 5 
Sault Ste. Marie 7.7 q+ 9 1.7 
Sturgeon Falls 3.5 1.3 -0.7 
Sudbury is > v1.1 1.9 
Timmins 3.7 ea ee 
Wawa 2.5 32 Bape 


Source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 
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FOOD PRICE SITUATION AND OUTLOOK 
FOR 1984 (CANADA) 


- Food prices as measured by the food-purchased-from- 
Stores component of the CPI rose by 5.7 per cent 
between August 1983 and August 1984 for Canada as a 
whole (latest available figure). 


- Total food rose by 5.2 per cent in the same period. 


- Our own Food Price Monitoring Program indicated that 
prices in Toronto rose by 7.2 per cent between 
September 1983 and September 1984. 


OUTLOOK 


= For the year 1984 prices as measured by the 
food-purchased-from-stores component of the CPI are 
forecast to increase by 6 to 8 per cent, according to 
most recent forecasts by Agriculture Canada and the 
Retail Council of Canada. 


FOOD PRICE DETERMINANTS 
First half of 1984: 


= Upward pressure on food prices came from increases in 
fresh vegetable prices triggered by the Florida 
frosts, higher prices for beef, turkey, tea, fats and 
oils, fresh and processed fruits and the depreciation 
of the Canadian dollar against the U.S. currency. 


Second half of 1984: 


= Fresh fruit and vegetable prices are already showing 


seasonal declines due to the greater availability of 
domestic crops and storable vegetables such as 
potatoes, onions and rutabagas. The price of citrus 
and competing products may increase if the disease 
affecting the Florida nurseries spread to citrus trees. 


= Grain. Despite the drought in parts of the prairies, 
wheat prices are expected to experience downward 
pressure since world supplies are bountiful and prices 
are set on the world market. Feed grain prices are 
likely to decline in response to excellent yields of 
feed grains such as corn and barley in the U.S. 


7. Pork prices are expected to experience upward pressure 
in response to increases in Canadian and U.S. hog 
prices. 
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Beef prices increased during the summer months due 
mainly to higher seasonal demand over the barbecue 
season. Canadian and U.S. cattle inventory reports 
indicate shortfall in domestic beef production and 
supplies due mainly to herd reduction. As a result of 
tight beef supplies and rising pork prices, beef 
prices will likely not show the normal seasonal 
decline in the last quarter of 1984. The herd 
reduction will likely affect 1985 meat supplies and 
therefore prices. 





Poultry prices will probably decline as feed grain 
prices are expected to decrease. 


Sugar prices are expected to remain under downward 
pressure. 


Cereal and bakery products are likely to show price 


declines in view of downward pressure in the price of 
commodity inputs such as wheat, sugar and eggs. 


Manufactured dairy product prices are likely to 


increase due mainly to the August lst increase in 
industrial milk prices set by the Federal government. 


Fats and oils will likely show price fluctation in 
response to changes in the supply and price of raw oil. 


Labour and energy price increases are expected to be 


moderate as in 1983. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitor- 
ing in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, 
Toronto and 34 communities were monitored. In August 1981 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 

which were not included in previous monitoring. This 
report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
FPloor,e555aYongesSti7 Toronto, )Ontario,. M7A. 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, represent- 
ing over 30 food companies, was compiled as the basis 
for foodiprice monitoring at the retail level through- 
out the province. The food groupings include many 
staples and closely relate to the normal purchase 
selections of consumers in the supermarket. During 
the monitoring, both the regular and special prices 

of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 per cent of the estimated market in the 
eleven major centres of Ontario. These market 
centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, 
Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Sudbury, Thunder Bay and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 61 per cent of 
the province's population. A monitored supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 
of the 1l centres. Thus, the resulting price trends 
in Ontario are broadly based. In addition, price 
monitoring in 26 northeastern and northwestern 
Ontario communities facilitated province-wide price 
comparisons. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major.markets and 26 other communities) on 

the same day quarterly. The average prices for each 
centre were calculated from the prices monitored in 
three stores. Since consumers had the opportunity to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 

included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability were antici- 
pated in some of the more remote and smaller communi- 
ties, staples and items sold in large volume were 
selected for monitoring. Appropriate adjustments had 
to be made for size or brand substitutions, using a 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories 
so that prices could be compared without revealing 
individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs Dry Groceries 
Cereals and Bread Oils and Fats 
Beverages Jams and Syrups 
Canned Fruits and Vegetables Other Groceries 
(including canned juices) Meats (including 
Fresh Fruits & Vegetables beef, frozen lamb, 


pork and poultry) 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
individual items on an historical and geographical 
basis. A comparison of prices between Toronto and 
other centres is presented in Table 2. Percentage 
changes in prices from previous months are shown in 
Table 3 for all the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in Toronto rose 
by 0.6 per cent during the quarter September 6 to 
December 6, 1984. Prices increased by 8.5 per cent from 
a year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of the 
72 food items increased by 0.7 per cent between September 
and October, declined by 1.0 per cent between October and 
November and increased by 0.9 per cent between November 
and December 1984. 


During the quarter prices declined in the following 
categories: cereals and bread (1.5 per cent); canned 
EPruttsei(sl 30 per cent); canned juices. (0.9 per cen&é); oils 
andifats; (2-8 per cent); jams and syrups (4.9 perécent); 
pork (4.3 per cent) and poultry (5.6 per cent). These 
price declines were mainly due to December specials on 
items in each category. 


All other categories registered increases due to price 
movements from September specials as well as increases 
in regular prices. 


The 'dairy and eggs' category increased by 2.2 per cent 
largely due to increases in the price of fluid milk and 
manufactured milk products. 


With effect from October 9, 1984 the dairies increased 
the price of fluid milk to retailers by 2 cents per litre. 
This triggered an increase of 2.5 per cent litre at the 
retail level. Milk is often featured at special prices 
lower than the regular price. 


The August lst increase in the price paid to Ontario 
producers for industrial milk and cream production is 
Scie working 1£S way. into slightly higher prices for 
manufactured dairy products. 


The 2.7 per cent increase in the 'beverages' category was 
largely due to the lifting of September specials. 


The ‘canned vegetables' category increased by 2.4 per cent 
mainly as a result of a slight increase in the regular 
price of some items. 


The 3.8 per cent increase in the 'fresh fruit and vegetables' 
category was mainly due to increases in some fresh vegetable 
prices as price increases for some salad vegetables offset 
price decreases for some storage vegetables. 


The 'dry groceries' category increased by 6.6 per cent 


largely due to the return to regular prices from September 
specials. 


Prices changes are available by category in Table l. 











































seus ofa To) a2 pone 
o* @ gedassqe 
mvt jnoso ueq 2.8 qa 


eta to sping taeos nails Jada 
4 64H sae neawied 2990 25 v.20" 
bos x tsdetwd seoesjad 4290 tod 0, 

rnrimavew avewsed Jaen coq 8,9 


pniwolle? af? at ent iont dors h uty herraey aida 
sbonsan .foned 29¢e ht héonel Ofis. eiasyeo 
iio  ((3ne0 s1pq £.0) Stotrl Seteeo i{onsg 194 ie 
(then 299 0.3) auettye Bee amet stonee Seq SL 
eealt  ¥eao5 5 8.2) vasiueg Bos (omeo Fg t. oY ot 
Ae 30 of sub ylaiam stew eeniiosb 
.i2epeJsap. Hee Er 


Sista of eth aannl Seeyedaioed aelyagurar 490 1. A 
gseso 1s iluw en etinioegr tedmegqek 2637 8 ame nt 


290i iq: talury it. 
cata 
} ones eq -%.o yd beemesonl -yvapgeteo. epee tas atebt 
aitm bivl®? te eol stjs- al. 29uae 7O0).-c9 peed 
asneborqeaiion sores 


25 °T 2 ‘ +e f4 £20) .& SettozoD mos? soe3is. "ate 
ion) BS OeU Ja YHeiinter O27 WL mn biol Io apiig of 
46 r ou. Theo 3eg F.a), 79 esse 70NL fo BS opisaa ¢ ‘Hi 
4 a hy fat oane bawuaeae) gaitlo BL ALA: ttn 5t&2 


ebisg tedioues wd ners 


GO of Lbieg soiza edd ai seaetpel jal SeupUA 4 
olLiujhore. mees9 bes Aiim ipt yjeubrd 302 =ae0u0he 
4% eonk woid -idtelie otal yew of) penixzon stids : ; 

,eiovbosq ystab Reresoston 
— ‘_sepnsz svatl*® ert i i d4ee ry9n! dues Jeg vs ¢ 
felseqa aptimedasé to paksti£ wit oF spb vispue 


hq 


“Awe 
\ seq b.S ve beenetant yropeten ‘ealdetayer bennss' ‘ 9 \ 
iitpmes odd af eaaswont tdgiie a te Sivaes © es giniam . 


-ameti Sring 20 89 a 

: i 

‘eeldesooew bee tittt desrk' sd¥ AL senezomt snap 39¢ bd at 

os) , deoy) enoe ak Beenet9H. a? yin saw oes ne 

isetto esf{dadepev balsa oace 162°968 | pone oon 
994 


eultdejapw sperose eer =) 
o. arene 





‘aad. tet. 2.9 i Peasetonl | aS oe \petaeze er aa 
cadessqgee nO Btsiaq salepes os 3 sided | 


SUOTIETSY TeTOLouuoy pue Jownsuoy) jo AAAsTUPW OFAeQUOQ ‘weAZ0Ig BUTAOQTUOW aIFIg Ppooy oOFAeIUQ :a9A1N0S 






























































































9:> 6 Go 0 Ot es Ee 0 G°8 es ZL TeIOL 
9°S> Sa 6 Oat Ge é 6° tf — ¢ 9 € A1} [Nog 
EG fae lee ase CaS 6°97 ela 6 301 S 70d 
oO 0 te. 6 9°8 0°O G°T 30 uh (uezor1z) quey 
Suc. iC CRE OF sy dl ES 9 Jog 
Seay 
6°0 Gi ¥ Ard ae 8a i U.S “9 9 SeFivv019g 194340 
Cay ae SE 0 Te & 90 T € sdnifg pue suer 
le res ceo eoa= va0= 6°8 Tot Vv] sjzeq pue sTto 
9°9 95'S [A lee 1.9 v°O Seas L safiao0ig Aig 
8°€ Tea. Tere iat OA Ta 6 27 i= OT soTqejeseq pue ANA ysery 
6.20 = GP <0 ce Se Geeky L G°? 9 seotnr pouuey) 
Vase t= SG 8S La Ce 6°? O9 9 soTqejeseq pouueg 
Ses oe (baie Sie O01 ce l= 9°85 See aah c s3Pnag peuueop 
SeTqeyeseq pue sqtniag pouueg 
Lac a 0 Orc 9°0 Sac fs sodeioheg 
oe lie o, O— ie Ou ee ba O— O46 L peoig pue sTeetea) 
Cc Sc; O- SL igeae 8 9°8 S s33q pue Aizeq 
asueup x asuey) % asuey) ¥ a3suey) x asueu) % aduey) % suaj] 
79/9 °90q 78/9 ‘09d pg/L ‘AON 78/7 °390} 78/9 *>29d 79/9 ‘*3das poog k1039389 
03 48/9 ‘Ides 03 78/1 “AON 02 98/7°390 03 48/9°3des} 07 €g/T*228d 93 €8/T"3AdesS 70 
ee uostTieduoj yRUCoWM OF YRUOW il ee Asaquny 








ojuOIO] uz SAIOBZ3aQe9D Aq ‘sWaqT poog Z/ JO SJUdWaAOW soFAg -:T eTqQeL 





~ ? fe 
Ve 
) TF & 
| 
oe ~—_ 
' haz] se 
e 
‘ - 
} 
| ' 
i o 
* 
a | i ~ 
i —_ 
+, 


OureLyTe 


Leo 
ace? 
(geseew) 


grace: 





yy & 


(aoceL yee 
woy Rhine 


atl 


aay gece 






@ ® 4 « : 
Tt 2 Oo. Oo om 
= ; } 
i 4 U 


> 
' 
_ 


= ee" Thy? 


om ey & oT 
= ~~ 
j 


- 


S 


 pkage wud pe@eee pppoe 


PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in December 1984 
was lower than Toronto in all of the other seven southern 
Ontario communities surveyed. The differential between 
Toronto and four of these communities narrowed since 
September 1984 often reflecting a larger percentage increase 
in the total price of the 72 items in these four communities. 
The differential widened in three other communities often 
reflecting price improvements in relation to Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored was lower than 
Toronto in four of the eleven Northwestern Ontario communities 
surveyed. 


The differential between Toronto and four Northwestern 
Ontario communities narrowed since September 1984 reflecting 
a smaller percentage increase in Toronto over the quarter. 
The differential widened in six other communities and 
remained stable in one other. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total prices were lower than Toronto in fourteen of the 
eighteen Northeastern Ontario communities monitored. The 
differential narrowed in ten communities, widened in seven 
others and remained stable in one other. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and 
all other communities monitored can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a gives the average price of easily comparable items 
in 37 Ontario communities as of December 6, 1984. 
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Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 


8SSs—S—s90—000909a0aaoaoananasao0oOanmwyowoOoqoa=®oOg®qa®aoao@a®@®= ~@=$q$qooooTeEeESESEe—«§ i or 


June 7/84 Sept. 6/84 Dec. 6/84 

% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Community _______-___from Toronto __from Toronto _—from Toronto __ 
Toronto - - 2 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton - 4.6 a DaG 043 
Kingston Piet 9 cs hae! =alg 5 
London eco OO -0, 3 
Ottawa slel = Q aE Died 5 0 
Owen Sound a | eee) mie all 
Peterborough ee EARS, - 3.4 -~3.0 
Windsor a PLS) =-27 0 = 35/0 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan =a.0.9 - 0.9 2.0 
Dryden =—2e2is5 - 1.8 L6 
Fort Frances =~ 527 - 6.2 -0.8 
Geraldton me ey re | i ge lb L6 
Ignace 0.4 Leal arab 
Kenora = 1962 =r 240 -4.3 
Marathon 0.4 2.4 Spee) 
Rainy River - 0.5 Bre ail) 
Red Lake T20 Dees 3 
Sioux Lookout 0. .6 4.4 4.0 
Thunder Bay a 0 agen I Aba a Epes, 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River - 6.9 =D oul -3.2 
Chapleau 2.4 3.0 digit 
Cochrane = 255 =e Sie.) =—3.2 
Elliot Lake =. 3 roo a Ld -0.6 
Espanola =o 6 a = /A 
Hearst Od H hashd 2 -3.3 
Iroquois Falls = 0509 = 343 See: 
Kapuskasing - 2.6 0.6 -l.2 
Kirkland Lake arom = Se gE) = 5510 
Manitoulin Island SiS 4.7 54.6 
Moosonee OS LOW 4 Tes: 
New Liskeard = a7 = © =a 3 5-0 -2.8 
North Bay = "376 um wed =a17 
Sault Ste. Marie =a One), - 4.4 D0) 
Sturgeon Falls mace & ee pec gel 
Sudbury - 9.5 coiliey oye -~6.3 
Timmins = 6.0 ae 0.8 -3.7 
Wawa = 6 lesa 0:0 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 
PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between September and December 1984 the total price of the 
72 items monitored declined in 15 of the 37 communities 
monitored. Total prices increased in 21 other communities 
and remained stable in one other. Decreases ranged from 
0.2 per cent in Sturgeon Falls to 4.5 per cent in Hearst. 
Increases ranged from 0.2 in Sioux Lookout to 4.9 in 

Fort 'Prances. 


In many communities lower prices of fresh fruits and 
vegetables, canned fruits and vegetables, cereals and bread, 
beef, pork and poultry were mainly responsible for 

reducing prices or moderating price increases. 


Price increases were largely due to price changes in 
categories such as dairy and eggs, beverages and groceries. 
These changes resulted from lifting of September specials 
and, in some cases, return to slightly higher regular 
prices. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are presented 
in Table 3. 


The percentage changes by category for the period September 
to December 1984 are available for all centres in Table 3a. 
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Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Months 
for All Centres 


see ee 
——eeoaoa=eaq=w="w_rooqeaeaeaeyqywq>eo*“=$=$=$S>uq#$;.SOoOo eS 


Mar. 1/84 to June 7/84 to Sept. 6/84 to 
June 7/84 Sept. 6/84 Dec. 6/84 
Community % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto ee =O.7 0.6 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton 1 6] ie Bo2 
Kingston oe3 =-1.5 2.0 
London -0.3 aR 0.4 
Ottawa 3.9 ar tl 237 
Owen Sound 0.0 i eALG -1.7 
Peterborough 0.4 =079 dy 
Windsor Pee) -0.8 -2.4 


N.W. ONTARIO 


Atikokan Soy sOR7/ 320 
Dryden Weies 0.0 4d 
Fort Frances S20 -1.3 4.9 
Geraldton A eS) 4 345 
Ignace Zeb 0.6 0.6 
Kenora 1S ee -0.8 
Marathon Ort ee Bey 
Rainy River = 2 2 269 -3.5 
Red Lake a2 0.6 1,6 
Sioux Lookout Ve 2 sil On 
Thunder Bay sO 2.0 Sit 


N.E. ONTARIO 


Blind River -6.1 Ny Users 
Chapleau ib i =()..1 sail bel 
Cochrane -0.5 -2.0 ee 
Elliot Lake 16 -0.1 £33 
Espanola =258 0.4 0.8 
Hearst Dice 2.0 -4.5 
Iroquois Falls -1.4 Book =2.0 
Kapuskasing =) 26 265 me 
Kirkland Lake -1.2 -0.7 -1.1 
Manitoulin Island leh O25 -0.5 
Moosonee Zep -0.8 -1./7 
New Liskeard =5 2 43 0.8 
North Bay 10 =0.1 2.0 
Sault Ste. Marie -5.9 ey, 0.0 
Sturgeon Falls lh =0.7 =Oe2 
Sudbury =e ~ols9 ee 
Timmins -3.0 “28 a 
Wawa 352 Zot -0.9 


Source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 
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Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, 


Table 3a 


September 6, 1984 to December 6, 1984 (Percentage Change) 
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CHRISTMAS DINNER 


The estimated cost of a Christmas dinner for four people 
is compared between December 1983 and December 1984 in 
Table 4. This includes a survey of baking needs and is 
based in a 3-store average. 
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lable 4: - Christmas Dinner, Year To Year Comparison 
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December % 

Dinner 1983 1984 Change 
Mushroom Soup - 10 oz. (2 tins) .99 1,228 

Garden Cocktail - 28 oz. nO deka ee 

Turkey Grade A Frozen - 12 lbs. 14.68 17.04 

L.ranberry Sauce - 14 oz. L229 99 

Stutfing Mix - Turkey - 8 oz. ibae Lel9 

Bread Loaf nes: aks. 

Yams, - 1 tb. 9 «62 
Green Beans, fresh = 1 1b. 99 1.59 
Broccoli - bunch 9 1.42 
(hristmas Plum Pudding - 15 oz. 2.09 Le2d 

wffee - 1 1b. bag 3.06 4.21 

Pe Milk =" it quart . 88 al 8 
Wine - Ontario 5.95 4.75 

Dinner Total B5.43 Be025 8516 

Baking Needs 

Raisins - 15 oz. (425g.) 2.34 1.44 
Almonds Sliced - 100 gr. JE ves Lon 
Walnut Pieces - 100 gr. 210 22 

Bucter =, eid. 2.44 2e59 

.andied Fruits: 

Mixed Peel, diced - 8 oz. 1.54 Ve0e 

Cherries Red & Green - 8 oz. 2 9 Paes) 

riour 2.5kg. 2.36 aay 

Sugar granulated - 2 kg. i? 1.99 

Spices: 

Ginger ground 32 gr. Pea? te 

4ll spice ground 32 gr. 1.41 VGA Gs) 

Cinnamon ground 32 gr. Lo2y 1.40 

Brandy - Ontario 13 oz. 7.60 TeLO 

Eggs 1.30 1.46 

Baking Total 28.62 23593 1.08 

Total Dinner & Baking 64.05 67.26 5.01 


NOTE: Specials are included in 3 store average. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitor- 
ing in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, 
Toronto and 34 communities were monitored. In August 1981 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 

which were not included in previous monitoring. This 
report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
Floon.sp> os tvonge: St... Tornontoy,! Ontar1lo7MiA, 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, represent- 
ing over 30 food companies, was compiled as the basis 
for food price monitoring at the retail level through- 
out the province. The food groupings include many 
staples and closely relate to the normal purchase 
selections of consumers in the supermarket. During 
the monitoring, both the regular and special prices 

of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 per cent of the estimated market in the 
eleven major centres of Ontario. These market 
centres include, Toronto, Hamilton, »Kingston;,* London; 
Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Sudbury, Thunder Bay and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 61 per cent of 
the province's population. A monitored supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 
of the 1l centres. Thus, the resulting price trends 
in Ontario are broadly based. In addition, price 
monitoring in 26 northeastern and northwestern 
Ontario communities facilitated province-wide price 
comparisons. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on 

the same day quarterly. ‘The average prices for each 
centre were calculated from the prices monitored in 
three stores. Since consumers had the opportunity to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability were antici- 
pated in some of the more remote and smaller communi- 
ties, staples and items sold in large volume were 
selected for monitoring. Appropriate adjustments had 
to be made for size or brand substitutions, usinga 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories 
so that prices could be compared without revealing 
individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs Dry Groceries 
Cereals and Bread Oils and Fats 
Beverages Jams and Syrups 
Canned Fruits and Vegetables Other Groceries 
(including canned juices) Meats (including 
Fresh Fruits & Vegetables beef, frozen lamb, 


pork and poultry) 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
individual items on an historical and geographical 
basis. A comparison of prices between Toronto and 
other centres is presented in Table 2. Percentage 
changes in prices from previous months are shown in 
Table ss for all the centres - 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in Toronto rose 
by 1.7 per cent during the quarter December 6, 1984 to 
Oe) eee 5s Prices increased by 2.8 per cent from a 
year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of the 

72 food items increased by 0.9 per cent between December 1984 
and January 1985, declined by 0.4 per cent between January 
and February and increased by 1.1 per cent between February 
anu Maren 196 5.. 


During the quarter prices declined in the following categories 
mainly due to specials: dairy and eggs (1.4 per cent); 
beverages (U.8 per cent); dry groceries (2.7 per cent); 

Oils vandwiats (0.2 per cent); other groceries (2.7 per ‘cene); 
bec wt...) OeL Cent). and lamb (6.3 per cent). 


The 1.4 per cent price decline in the "dairy and eggs" 
category was largely due to March specials on fluid milk 
and lower retail egg prices. The Canadian Egg Marketing 
Agency (CEMA) lowered the price of Grade "A" large eggs 
by 1 cent per dozen on February 1 and this contributed to 
lower retail egg prices. 


All other categories registered increases due to price 
movements from December specials as well as increases in 
regular prices over the quarter. 


The 1.3 per cent increase in the "cereals and bread" category 
was largely due to the lifting of December specials on bread 
and flour and higher regular prices on these and some cereals 
during the March monitoring period. Effective December l, 
1984 bread wheat prices to domestic millers increased by 9 
per cent. This is working its way into higher retail prices 
for flour, cereal and bakery products. 


The "canned fruits" "canned vegetables" and "canned juices" 
categories increased mainly as a result of the lifting of 
December specials as well as higher regular prices on some 
canned vegetables. The effects of the January freeze in 
Florida on supplies of fresh fruits and vegetables probably 
contributed to increases in the price of processed products. 


On January 21 and 22 below freezing temperatures in Florida 
damaged many vegetable crops. Retail prices of imports 
responded to shifts in supply caused by the freeze damage 
de weld as to depreciation of the Canadfan dollar relative 
COeiene UU... CULrency. 


The 15.5 per cent increase in the “fresh fruits and vegetables” 
category reflected decreasing supplies of imports caused by 

the freeze, declining stocks of storable vegetables and 

Canada - U.S. exchange rate. 
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The "Jams and Syrups" category increased by 9.5 per cent 
mainly due to the lifting of a December special on jam. 


The 4.8 per cent increase in the "pork" category was 
largely due to the return to regular prices from December 
specials. 


The "poultry" category registered an increase of 10.9 
per cent mainly as a result of the lifting of December 
specials. 


Price changes by category are shown in Table l. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in March 1985 

was lower than Toronto in six of the other seven southern 
Ontario communities surveyed. The total price was slightly 
higher in London. The differential between Toronto and 
five southern Ontario communities widened, but this 
reflected price improvements in these communities in 
relation to Toronto. The differential narrowed in one 
other community and remained stable in one other. 


Northwestern Ontario 
The total price of the items monitored was lower than 


Toronto in five of the eleven Northwestern Ontario commu- 
nities surveyed. 


Northeastern Ontario 


The total price was lower than Toronto in thirteen of 
the eighteen Northeastern Ontario communities monitored. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and 
all other communities monitored can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a gives the average price of easily comparable 
items in 37 Ontario communities as of March 7, 1985. 
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Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 


SSS 


Sept. 6/84 Dec. 6/84 Mar. 7/85 
% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Community __________from Toronto __from Toronto __from Toronto __ 
Toronto - bs 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton -2.8 x03 21.5 
Kingston 22.0 -1.5 -1.9 
London 0.0 -0.3 0.4 
Ottawa -9.9 -8.0 -10.6 
Owen Sound -5.9 -~8.1 =7.6 
Peterborough =3.4 moles! Over 
Windsor -2.6 -5.6 -5.6 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan -0.9 2.0 Oa 
Dryden =159 eo Bah 
Fort Frances - —6§.2 -0.8 1.8 
Geraldton = TG 1.7 
Ignace dey, BLA 1.0 
Kenora -2.8 ~4 3 -4.0 
Marathon 2e4 a Seo 
Rainy River Sires -1.1 = (2 
Red Lake 2.3 323 1.9 
Sioux Lookout 4.4 4.0 6.6 
Thunder Bay -2.3 od -2.7 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River -5.1 =3.2 -4.0 
_ Chapleau 5.0) ee 0.5 
Cochrane = 3507: =352 -2.6 
Elliot Lake -1.2 -0.6 0.9 
Espanola -7./ mon -5.9 
Hearst LS 35 Li? 
Iroquois Falls = Jeo => .0 a6 
Kapuskasing 0.6 ee —2.4 
Kirkland Lake -3.3 -5.0 -3.4 
Manitoulin Island Lien), 35.6 se 
Moosonee 10.4 (ike: Sey 
New Liskeard -3.0 -2.8 -2.4 
North Bay = Sol —l./ <li) 
Sault Ste. Marie -4.4 -5.0 -9.0 
Sturgeon Falls -2.4 pao re = ary | 
Sudbury aoe, =-6.3 =o.aG 
Timmins =O. ays pHa i R, 
Wawa tea OU -0.9 


12) 
Fh 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 
PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between December 1984 and March 1985 the total price 

of the 72 items monitored declined in 7 of the 37 commu- 
nities monitored. Total prices increased in all other 
communities. Decreases ranged between 0.2 per cent in 
Atikokan and 2.5 per cent in Sault Ste. Marie. Increases 
ranged from 0.3 per cent in Red Lake to 6.9 per cent in 
Hearst. 


Fresh fruit and vegetable prices showed significant 
increases in nearly all communities. Partially offsetting 
these large price increases were lower prices in food 
groups such as dairy and eggs, dry groceries, other 
groceries and meats. Many Ontario communities featured 
fluid milk at special prices ranging between $2.49 and 
oo 


Some communities registered significant increases in the 
meat categories mainly as a result of the lifting of 
December specials. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are presented 
im Table 3. 


Percentage changes by category for the period December 
1984 to March 1985 are available for all centres in 
Table 3a. 
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Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous -Quarters 
for All Centres 


a pe ee ee ee 
a Se a ee ao cee eee TT, DE STI TUE, HERA ae SSIES RESET 2 


June 7/84 to Sept .6/84 to Dec .6/84 to 

Sept .6/84 Dec. 6/84 Mar.7/85 
Community _____—% ‘Difference _—-% Difference _—*% Difference __ 
Toronto -0.7 0.6 db: 7 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton ihew) 3.9 0.5 
Kingston = LAs) 200 ae 
London vad 0.4 2.4 
Ottawa PL ed -1.2 
Owen Sound eg @) ma he ay! Za 
Peterborough =U. 9 Ted = 
Windsor -0.8 —-2.4 fload; 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan -0.7 3.6 -0.2 
Dryden 0.0 GAG | -1.6 
Fort Frances -1.3 4.9 0.7 
Geraldton 3.4 3.5 1.8 
Ignace 0.6 0.6 a8, 
Kenora eed, =O. ey, 
Marathon hey 4 Sieok -0.3 
Rainy. River 209 -3.5 2.0 
Red Lake 0.6 ihete On 
Sioux Lookout oil O.2 Go 
Thunder Bay 230 calles ST) 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River Vag Lol: 0.8 
Chapleau -0.1 =i 1 1.0 
Cochrane -2.0 2 Ty SE 
Elliot Lake -O.1 Lo Bed 
Espanola © Ore 0.8 3 
Hearst 1.0 -4.5 6.9 
Iroquois Falls Sab -2.0 Se 
Kapuskasing 23) ee 0.4 
Kirkland Lake -0.7 -1l.1 oe 
Manitoulin Island 0.5 -0.5 Let 
Moosonee -0.8 -1.7 3.4 
New Liskeard ee 0.8 ial 
North Bay . -0.1 20 iagh 
Sault Ste. Marie 127 0.0 -2.5 
Sturgeon Falls -0.7 =072 1.5 
Sudbury 1.9 ieee: -1.0 
Timmins Siege) -2.2 Re | 
Wawa pap -0.9 0.8 


Source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 
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Zl 
-2.7 
-2.9 


~owonm 


1.92. 
~19.5 
-8.7 


4.8 
-6.4 
0.6 


Lamb Pork Poultry Meat 
-6.0 


-6.3 
24.9 
By 
-21.5 


=p 
-5.9 
-3.2 
-1.5 
5.6 
8.4 


Beef 





Other 
Gro- 
ceries 
-2.7 
ee 
-1.2 
-0.6 
1.4 
5.4 
-2.2 
-3.0 
1724 
-1.2 
-5.2 
ch New 


Jams & 
Syrups 
9.5 
6.4 
Tal 
57 
1.6 
See 
-2.4 
-9.4 
12.9 
-17.2 

0.6 
2.6 


& 


Fats 
Iau! 


Oils 
-0.2 
6.1 
-1.9 
-5.2 
13 
3.6 
-1.1 
14.0 
Zee 
3.3 
1.6 
4.3 
1126 


ceries 
rg 


Dry 
Gro- 
-2.7 
-10.1 
-12.8 
6.4 
-6.3 
-1.9 
-23.2 
-4.4 
-0.7 
-0.1 
-8.9 
-10.4 
-1.1 
16 
-5.6 
0.6 


Fresh 
Frui 
& Veg. 
15.5 
16.5 
27.4 
16.9 
28.4 
20.6 
22.0 
10.3. 
9.4 
11.0 
14.5 
18.4 
13 
20.8 
16.4 
18.6 
Tet 
22.5 
12.7 
35.1 
(hee: 
16.8 
Somes 
BS n6 


4.3 
B41 
7.7 
5.1 
0.2 
1.8 

13.0 
5.5 

-5.6 
2.8 
4.2 
4.7 

10.3 
8.7 

-4.0 
5.4 

-0.4 
3.0 
5.8 
2.5 
1.5 
583 
7.8 
V7 

12.6 


Canned Fruits, 
-0.2 


Vegetables 
& Juices 


Beverages 
-0.8 
eee 
8.8 
-6.3 
4.0 
afl 
SF 
5.5 
Wot 
-3.0 
51 
3.0 
eS 
2.9 
Dae 
5.4 
-1.1 
7.5 
Ses 
5.6 
233 
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FOOD PRICE OVERVIEW AND OUTLOOK 


1984 OVERVIEW 


Retail food prices as measured by the Consumer Price Index 
(CPI) increased by 5.6 per cent in 1984. 


This increase was primarily due to increases in the price 
of beef, poultry, dairy products, eggs, fresh fruits and 
vegetables, tea, fats and oils. The December 1983 freeze 
in Florida, Mexico, and Texas damaged fruit and vegetable 
crops, affecting supplies of Canadian imports and leading 
to higher prices early in 1984. The acreage reduction 
program coupled with the drought in the U.S. in the summer 
of 1983, reduced supplies of feed grains and oil seeds, 
leading to higher prices for these commodities in 1984. 


1985 OUTLOOK 


For the year 1985, retail food prices as measured by the 
CPI are expected to increase by 3 to 5 per cent. 


Retail food prices are expected to experience downward 
pressure from lower grain and oilseed prices, large supplies 
of storable vegetables and moderating trends in some 
marketing costs. During the first 6 months of 1985, 
poultry, eggs, cereal and bakery products are not expected 
to increase Significantly. 


Upward pressure on food prices will likely result from 
reduced supplies (hence higher prices) of red meats, 
higher interest rates and energy costs in 1985. 


Fresh fruit and vegetables prices are expected to increase 


G@uring the first halt of 1925 as. a result..of the ireeze 
which damaged crops in Florida early in the year. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitor- 
ing in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, 
Toronto and 34 communities were monitored. In August 1981 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 

which were not included in previous monitoring. This 
report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
Floor peo55 Wonge: Sta, “Torento, Ontario, *M7A 2H6.. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, represent- 
ing over 30 food companies, was compiled as the basis 
for food price monitoring at the retail level through- 
out the province. The food groupings include many 
staples and closely relate to the normal purchase 
selections of consumers in the supermarket. During 
the monitoring, both the regular and special prices 

of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 per cent of the estimated market in the 
eleven major centres of Ontario. These market 
centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, 
Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Sudbury, Thunder Bay and Windsor. 


These 1l cities represent more than 61 per cent of 
the province's population. A monitored supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 
of the ll centres. Thus, the resulting price trends 
in Ontario are broadly based. In addition, price 
monitoring in 26 northeastern and northwestern 
Ontario communities facilitated province-wide price 
comparisons. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on 

the same day quarterly. ‘The average prices for each 
centre were calculated from the prices monitored in 
three stores. Since consumers had the opportunity to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 

included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability were antici- 
pated in some of the more remote and smaller communi- 
ties, staples and items sold in large volume were 
selected for monitoring. Appropriate adjustments had 
to be made for size or brand substitutions, using a 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories 
so that prices could be compared without revealing 
individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs Dry Groceries 
Cereals and Bread Oils and Fats 
Beverages Jams and Syrups 
Canned Fruits and Vegetables Other Groceries 
(including canned juices) Meats (including 
Fresh Fruits & Vegetables beef, frozen lamb, 


pork and poultry) 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
individual items on an historical and geographical 
basis. A comparison of prices between Toronto and 
other centres is presented in Table 2. Percentage 
changes in prices from previous months are shown in 
Table 3 for all the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in Toronto rose 
by 1.4 per cent during the quarter March to June 1985. 
Prices increased by 3.0 per cent from a year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of the 
72 items increased by 1.3 per cent between March and April, 
declined by 2.3 per cent between April and May and 
increased by 2.5 per cent between May and June. 


Quarterly comparison shows price declines in the following 
categories mainly due to June specials: canned fruits 
(4.6 per cent); canned vegetables (1.0 per cent); fresh 
fruits and vegetables (2.5 per cent); other groceries (0.6 
percent)jetamb (9.1 per cent) and poultry (1.7 per cent). 


All other categories registered price increases largely due 
to price movements from March specials as well as increases 
in regular prices. 


The 1.9 per cent quarterly price increase in the ‘dairy and 
eggs' category was mainly due to the lifting of a June 
suecial, on fluid milk. 


The 3.9 per cent increase in the 'cereals and bread' 
category was largely due to the regular price increases on 
dry cereal, offsetting the effects of June specials on 
other cereals and cookies. The lifting of March specials 
SneirouL was also a CONntributing factor. 


The 'beverages' category registered an increase of 2.7 per 
cent mainly due to increases in the price of coffee and 
the lifting of March specials on other items in this 
Category. 


The 3.7 per cent price increase in the ‘dry groceries' 
category was largely due to the lifting of March specials 
OM Lice, Dasta and dried beans, offsetting the rerrects (of 
June specials on sugar. 


The 1.2 per cent increase in the ‘oils and fats' category 
was largely the result of the return to regular prices 

from March specials on margarine and slightly higher prices 
aso cee i in 


Theo. per cent. increase inthe. “beet category” reflected 
movements from artificially lower prices due to March 
specials as well as higher prices on some barbecue cuts. 
During the barbecue season, the demand for steaks and 
ground beef usually increases and this puts upward pres- 
Sures On the price of these cuts. 
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The 'pork' category showed an increase of 1.2 per cent 
reflecting a reduction in hog slaughter and increased 
consumer demand, especially for barbecue cuts and cured 
meats such as ham*. 


Price changes by category are shown in Table l. 


OUTLOOK FOR FOOD ITEMS* 


Coffee and Tea 


Recent declines in world tea prices will likely trigger 
some reduction in retail tea prices in the coming months. 
There is usually a substantial lag between changes in 
primary tea prices and prices at the retail level. Retail 
coffee prices will likely remain near current levels. 


Eggs 


On May 31, The Canadian Egg Marketing Agency announced a 
one-cent per dozen reduction in the producer price of eggs 
GuUewto, lower feed and pullet costs. This could result in 
lower retail egg prices in subsequent weeks, subject to 
some lag. 


Beef 


On June 6, the Department of External Affairs announced an 
agreement with the European Economic Community regarding 
imports..of beef <and veal' to Canada in) 19854. Under the 
terms of this agreement, Canada will permit imports of up 
Eomlunmoos tonnes of §.C.C. beet and veal. This, shoutd 
increase the supply of beef for manufacturing purposes and 
could help to moderate seasonal increases in the price of 
ground beef. 


fs) Agriculture Canada Retail Food Pmice Report 85--7=No..0; 
SUNG La Lae 
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Pourtry. 


Retail chicken prices may show some increases in the coming 
weeks due to higher consumer demand over the barbecue 
season. Wholesale chicken prices in the Ontario market 
have increased by about 7.9 cents per kilogram in the 

first three weeks of May compared to the average price for 
the first four months of 1985, reflecting seasonally 
higher demand. 


Oils and Fats 


Retail prices for oils and fats could show some increases 
in the coming months due to higher soybean oil prices for 
Peocessors. |} Reduction in U.S. crushings of soybeans*in 
1985 has reduced the supply of edible soybean oil. 


Sugar 


World sugar stocks increased in 1984-85 and there is a 
TekKetumood or further stock growth in 1985-86. This 
should help to maintain downward pressure on world prices 
and as a result, retail sugar prices may show some 
declines. 


Fresh Fruits and Vegetables 


Retail prices are expected to show some decline as supplies 
of locally grown crops become available in retail outlets. 
Hail at the end of May damaged many greenhouses in Southern 
Ontario as crops were near the June and July peak harvest- 
ing periods. Fresh vegetable production from this region 
could be reduced or delayed in the case of replantings. 
However, supplies from other Canadian and U.S. production 
areas should compensate for the losses or delays and help 
to reduce the likelihood of price increases. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in June 1985 
was lower than Toronto in the seven other Southern 
Ontario communities surveyed. The differential between 
Toronto and four Southern Ontario communities widened, 
but this reflected price improvements in these 
communities in relation to Toronto. The differential 
narrowed in the three other Southern Ontario 
communities. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Total price was lower than Toronto in three of the 

eleven Northwestern Ontario communities surveyed. 

The differential widened in five communities and narrowed 
in six others sometimes reflecting price improvements in 
melation. to Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total price was lower than Toronto in 14 of the 18 
Northeastern Ontario communities monitored. 


The differential between Toronto and 11 communities 
widened often reflecting price improvements in these 
communities in relation to Toronto. The differential 
narrowed in six other communities and remained stable 
in one. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto 
and all other communities monitored can be found in 
Mabade 2. 


Table 2a gives the average price of easily comparable 
items: in’37 Ontario communities as of June 6, 1985. 
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Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 








Dec. 6/84 Mar. 7/85 June 6/85 

% Difference % Difference % Difference 
eames Gy eee trom Toronto.» from forontos from Toronto _— 
Toronto - = = 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton -0.3 -1.5 me ic, 
Kingston “1.5 -1.9 -2.0 
London -0.3 0.4 -3.5 
Ottawa -8 .0 -10.6 =e 7, 
Owen Sound -8.1 -7.6 -5.6 
Peterborough -3.0 -6.3 -5.4 
Windsor -5.6 -5.6 = ae 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan @ 0.1 235 
Dryden é; Its -1.7 Ls 
Fort Frances ; =e =e =a ak 
Geraldton t6 Pp. 7 0.9 
Ignace 17 1.0 2.8 
Kenora -4.3 -4.0 -1.8 
Marathon She ge) 50 
Rainy River oot tira & -0.2 1.4 
Red Lake S35 ise: 0.0 
Sioux Lookout 4.0 67.6 Die 
Thunder Bay -3.9 -2.7 -4.5 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River -3.2 -4.0 -3.0 
Chapleau LaiZ On Zak 
Cochrane aD -2.6 = 3) 
Elliot Lake -0.6 0.9 -5.5 
Espanola -7.5 -5.9 -6.2 
Hearst -3.3 de eh Oi? 
Iroquois Falls -5.8 250 -4.6 
Kapuskasing ale 2.4 2.6 
Kirkland Lake -5.0 -3.4 -4.8 
Manitoulin Island B36 | on 
Moosonee FaS Se 8.8 
New Liskeard -2.8 -2.4 -3.7 
North Bay -1.7 -1.7 -2.4 
Sault Ste. Marie =57,0 -9.0 -8.1 
Sturgeon Falls -3.1 = Dap =D) 
Sudbury -6.3 -8.8 -6.8 
Timmins = 3557 -3.3 a 
Wawa 0.0 -0.9 -6.8 


I 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 
PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between March and @jJune 1985 the) total price ofithe 72 
items monitored declined in nine of the 37 communities 
monitored. Total prices remained stable in one other 
community and increased in all others. Decreases 
ranged between 0.5 per cent in Timmins to 5.0 per cent 
in Elliot Lake. Increases ranged from 0.2 per cent 

in Ottawa to 6.4 per cent in Kapuskasing. 


The 'fresh fruits and vegetables' category registered 
price declines in many Southern and Northeastern 
Ontario communities. Other food groups such as oils 
andsfats, other groceries, lamb, pork and poultry also 
showed declines in some communities. 


Communities such as Dryden, Blind River, Kapuskasing, 
and Sturgeon Falls registered significant increases in 
the lamb category, mainly as a result of the lifting 
of March specials and, in some cases, a return to 
Sligntiy higner regular prices. In Atikokan, the *dry 
groceries' category registered a significant increase 
for the same reason. 


In Kapuskasing and and Sudbury, notable increases in the 
dairy and eggs category were mainly due to the lifting 
of March specials on some items in this category. 


Percentage changes in price for all centres are presented 
mieTable 3. 


Percentage changes by category for the period March to 
mane L985 are available for all 2centres in Table 3a. 
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Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Months 
for All Centres 








Sept.6/84 to Dec .6/84 to Mar.7/85 to 

Dec. 6/84 Mar.7/85 June 6/85 
Community % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto 0.6 ar | 1.4 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton Sec 0.5 -0.7 
Kingston 250 2 1.3 
London 0.4 2.4 -2.5 
Ottawa ZeL hea? Dice 
Owen Sound -1.7 fs | 326 
Peterborough ikea =1.5 ri2eG 
Windsor -2.4 Le 1.8 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan Sale, -0.2 Sea) 
Dryden 4.1 -1.6 5.8 
Fort Frances ee) On, aes k 
Geraldton IGP) 1.8 Wess! 
Ignace 0.6 0 B33 
Kenora -0.8 arg 336 
Marathon chev! -0.3 0 
Rainy River ~3.9 20 Sik 
Red Lake 10 O25 -0.4 
Sioux Lookout QRZ “as 0.6 
Thunder Bay od re Bree. O'..0 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River (Sed | 0.8 Ze 
Chapleau —ire 1.0 321 
Cochrane Tee: Dat 0.4 
Elliot Lake 3 3.2 -5.0 
Espanola 0.8 385 Ld 
Hearst -4.5 6.9 0.6 
Iroquois Falls -2.0 wen! -0.6 
Kapuskasing -1.1 0.4 6.4 
Kirkland Lake -1.1 Bae -0.1 
Manitoulin Island -0.5 Ded. -3.6 
Moosonee ch kee 344 0.6 
New Liskeard 0.8 Oe 0.3 
North Bay 2.0 i EA Se) 
Sault Ste. Marie O20 -2.5 yas 
Sturgeon Falls -0.2 ee 1.4 
Sudbury b bys: -1.0 3.6 
Timmins -2.2 Perot b -0.5 
Wava -0.9 0.8 -4.6 





ee eS 


Source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 
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The effects of specials will be greater inthe smaller categories of food items. 


Note: Price changes take account of specials in March and June. 
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APPENDICES 


Scope of Monitoring 


Methodology 





SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitor- 
ing in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, 
Toronto and 34 communities were monitored. In August, 
1981 Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 
which were not included in previous monitoring. This 
report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by 
contacting the Research Section of the Ontario. Ministry 
of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th Floor, 555 Yonge 
St. wel OLonLoO, Ontario, M7A 2H6., 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing 
over 30 food companies, was compiled as the basis for 
food price monitoring at the retail level throughout 

the province. The food groupings include many staples 
and closely relate to the normal purchase selections of 
consumers in the supermarket. During the monitoring, 
both the regular and special prices of the 72 items were 
recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a select- 
ion of supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 
per cent of the estimated market in the eleven major 
centres of Ontario. These market centres include Toronto, 
Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peter- 
borovgn, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay and 
Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 61 per cent of the 
province's population. A monitored supermarket sample 
of three major chains was undertaken in each of the ll 
centres. Thus, the resulting price trends in Ontario 
are broadly based. In addition, price monitoring in 26 
northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities 
facilitated province-wide price comparisons. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on the 


Same day quarterly. The average prices for each centre 
were calculated from the prices monitored in three stores 
where possible. In some small communities only two stores 
could be monitored. Since consumers had the opportunity 


to take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 
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Since problems of product availability were antici- 
pated in some of the more remote and smaller communities, 
staples and items sold in large volume were selected for 
monitoring. Appropriate adjustments had to be made for 
size or brand substitutions, using a price-per-unit 
comparison and prices for comparable brands of the same 
size. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories 
so that prices could be compared without revealing 
individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs Dry Groceries 

Cereals and Bread Oils and Fats 

Beverages Jams and Syrups 

Canned Fruits & Other Groceries 
Vegetables (includ- Meats (including beef, 
ing canned juices) frozen lamb, pork and 

Fresh Fruits & POULEZY,) 
Vegetables 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individ- 
ual items on an historical and geographical basis. A 
comparison of prices between Toronto and other centres 

is presented in Table 2. Percentage changes in prices 
from previous months are shown in Table 3 for all the 
CENELes. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in Toronto 
declined by 5.1 percent over the quarter June to 
September 1985. Prices declined by 1.5 percent from 
a year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of 
the 72 items declined by 1.3 percent between June and 
July, increased by 0.1 percent between July and 
August and declined by 3.9 percent between August and 
September. 


Seasonally lower fresh fruits and vegetable prices, 
down 18.1 percent from June, as well as price 
declines in categories such as beverages (11.6 
percent); jams and syrups (8.2 percent); other 
groceries (10.0 percent); and, beef (8.0 percent) 
were primarily responsible for the quarterly decline 
in Toronto prices. Smaller price decreases were also 
noted in the following categories: dairy and eggs 
(1.8 percent); cereals and bread (4.3 percent); dry 
groceries (2.8 percent); oils and fats (2.2 percent); 
ana,apork, (2.4 percent). 


Promotional pricing activities were noted on several 
items and were largely responsible for price declines 
in these food groups. In some cases, these 
featurings reflected changes in supply and commodity 
prices, for example, coffee, tea, sugar, fruits and 
vegetables. 


Partially offsetting the September price declines 
were price increases in groups such as canned fruits 
(8.4 percent); canned vegetables (12.6 percent) 
canned juices (3.0 percent); lamb (7.0 percent); 
and, poultry (4.2 percent). These were largely due 
to price movements from June specials as well as 
increases in regular prices. 


Fluid milk showed a decline of 13.0 over the quarter, 
mainly due to September specials. Manufactured 
dairy products showed slight increases, partially 
attributed to the August increase of producer prices 
of industrial milk and the increase by the Canadian 
Dairy Commission of the federal support price for 
butter and skim milk. 


Significant reductions were recorded for items in the 
cereals and bread category, largely due to September 
specials, resulting in a 4.3 percent reduction in 
this category. This followed a 7.8 percent reduction 
in the price of bread wheat and a 9.8 percent 
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reduction for duram wheat in the July 15 announcement 
by the Canadian Wheat Board of domestic wheat prices 
for the August/September period. 


The beverages category declined by 11.6 percent 
mainly due to specials on coffee, tea and chocolate. 
The price of tea on the world market fell during the 
first six months of 1985. Increased production in 
many Of the major exporting areas in response to 
higher tea prices in 1984 has triggered the decline 
in, womld téa prices in 1985. 


In June, the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
forecasted a 7.9 percent increase in coffee 
production for 1985-86 and an excess of exportable 
supplies over export quotas. These factors will 
affect commodity prices to which retail prices 
usually respond. 


The fresh fruits and vegetables category declined 
seasonally by 18.1 percent mainly due to the greater 
availability of locally grown crops and storable 
vegetables. Prices are expected to remain under 
downward pressure as harvesting increase and 
supplies become more abundant. 


Beef declined by 8.0 percent mainly in response to 
increased supply, decreases in prices paid to cattle 
producers and reduced demand for selected beef cuts 
as the barbecue season ends. 


Price movements by category are available in Table 1. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO 
AND 36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in 
September 1985 was lower than Toronto in the seven 
other southern Ontario communities surveyed. The 
differential between Toronto and one southern Ontario 
community widened, reflecting price improvement in 
this community in relation to Toronto. The 
differential narrowed in six other southern Ontario 
communities. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Total price was lower than Toronto in three of the 
eleven northwestern Ontario communities surveyed. 
The differential widened in ten communities and 
narrowed in one often reflecting price improvements 
in Toronto in relation to these communities. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total price was lower than Toronto in nine of the 
eighteen northeastern Ontario communities monitored. 
The differential widened in five communities and 
narrowed in thirteen others, often reflecting price 
improvements in Toronto in relation to these 
communities. 


In some northern communities, such as Moosonee in the 
east and Marathon in the west, the price differential 
on the positive side was noticeable. However, there 
were no dramatic price changes in these communities 
over the quarter (Table 3). Indications are that the 
magnitude of price decline in Toronto was a 
significant factor in the size of the differential. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto 
and all other communities monitored can be found in 
in Tabie? 2. Table 2a. shows the average price of 
easily comparable items in 37 Ontario communities as 
of September 5, 1985. 
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Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 


TS 


Mar. 7/85 June 6/85 Sept. 5/85 

% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Communit from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto ~ i a 
S. ONTARIO . 
Hamilton = 5 =3 39 -2.4 
Kingston -1.9 e200 rhe 
London ee -3.5 -3.9 
Ottawa -10.6 -~11.7 ol on, 
Owen Sound -/ <6 -5.6 -4.1 
Peterborough -6.3 -5.4 als 
Windsor -5.6 -5.2 -3.6 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan On 23 Veate 
Dryden 2 Ra Zed EBS) 
Fort Frances -1.8 -1.1 -2.1 
Geraldton Led 0.9 2e3 
Ignace feat) 2.8 Mees 
Kenora -4.0 -1.8 -3.2 
Marathon 359 Shp) 10.9 
Rainy River -0.2 1.4 Sh 
Red Lake ao 0.0 Dat 
Sioux Lookout 650 CHAT S53 
Thunder Bay =/ i. |. ech aie) -2.1 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River -4.0 -3.0 O<6 
Chapleau Oo 2 ol. Go 
Cochrane -2.6 -3.5 220 
Elliot Lake 0.9 -5.5 = 5.5 
Espanola -5.9 -6.2 =O 59 
Hearst Law. 0.9 1.6 
Iroquois Falls -2.6 -4.6 -1.5 
Kapuskasing —2.4 2.6 Dae 
Kirkland Lake —3.4 -4.8 O.1 
Manitoulin Island aor -0.5 6.7 
Moosonee 9277 8.8 1 S6) 
New Liskeard -2.4 aie adh -2.8 
North Bay -1./ -2.4 -0.6 
Sault Ste. Marie -9.0 -8.1 -5.0 
Sturgeon Falls -2.7 =P PPh 
Sudbury -8.8 -6.8 =) 20 
Timmins -3.3 = Dig -2.6 
Wawa -0.9 -6.8 -1.9 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES 
FROM PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES. 


Between June and September 1985, the total price of 
the 72 items monitored declined in 31 of the 37 
communities monitored. Total prices remained stable 
in one other community and increased in 5 others. 
Decreases ranged from 0.1 percent in Kirkland Lake to 
6.4 percent in Kenora. Increases ranged from 0.1 
percent in Espanola to 2.0 percent in Marathon. 


The fresh fruits and vegetables category registered 
significant price declines in all Ontario 
communities. This was largely due to seasonally 
lower prices for fresh fruits and fresh vegetables, 
triggered by the increased availability of locally 
grown crops. 


Some centres showed price declines in the dairy and 
eggs category largely due to specials on milk. 


Beef prices decreased in most centres, reflecting 
increased supply and lower prices paid to producers 
as well as reduced demand as the barbecue season ends. 


The "dry groceries" and "other groceries" categories 
also contributed to reducing prices or moderating 
price increases in many communities. 


Some centres showed significant increases in 
categories such as lamb, pork and poultry, mainly due 
to the lifting of June specials on items in these 
groups. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are 
presented in Table 3. 


Percentage changes by food category for the period 
June to September 1985 are available for all centres 
in Table 3a. 
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Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Months 
for All Centres . 








Dec .6/84 to Mar.7/85 to June 6/85 to 
Mar. 7/85 June 6/85 Sept. 5/85 
Community % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto el 124 5 5 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton Oe5 -0.7 -4.0. 
Kingston 2 1.3 oe) NS 
London Dott -2.5 ge ar 
Ottawa =i 2 OZ -0.6 
Owen Sound 2.3 336 —3..6 
Peterborough -1.8 Dae oye os 
Windsor Ad 1.8 -3.5 


N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan 
Dryden 

Fort Frances 
Geraldton 
Ignace 
Kenora 
Marathon 
Rainy River 
Red Lake 
Sioux Lookout 
Thunder Bay 
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N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River 
Chapleau 
Cochrane 

Elliot Lake 
Espanola 

Hearst 

Iroquois Falls 
Kapuskasing 
Kirkland Lake 
Manitoulin Island 
Moosonee 

New Liskeard 
North Bay 
Sault..Ste. Marie 
Sturgeon Falls 
Sudbury 

Timmins 

Wawa 
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Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, June to September 1985 (Percentage Change) 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price 
monitoring in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. 
Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario communities were 
monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston 
were added to cover regions which were not included 
in previous monitoring. This report is prepared 
quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
Floor, 555 Yonge ‘treet, Toronto, Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list’ of 72 mass-purchased food products, 
representing over 30 food companies, was compiled as 
the basis for food price monitoring at the retail 
level throughout the, province. The food groupings 
include many staples and closely relaté to the 
normal purchase selections of consumers in the 
supermarket. During the monitoring, both the regular 
and special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 percent of the estimated market in the eleven 
major centres of Ontario. These market centres 
include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, 
Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, 
Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the 
province's population. A monitored supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 


Of the ll centres: In addition, price monitoring in 
26 northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities 
facilitated province-wide price comparisons. Thus, 


the resulting price trends in Ontario are broadly 
based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 
centres (the 11 major markets and 26 other 
communities) on the same day quarterly. The average 
prices for each centre were calculated from the 
prices monitored in three stores where possible. In 
some small communities only two stores could be 
monitored. Since consumers had the opportunity to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 
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Since problems of product availability are often 
encountered in some of the more remote and smaller 
communities, appropriate adjustments had to be made 
for size or brand substitutions, using a 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. Staples and items sold in 
large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food 
categories so that prices could be compared without 
revealing individual brand names. The 10 categories 
are: 


: Dairy and Eggs; 

° Cereals and Bread; 

‘ Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including 
Canned juices); 

: Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 


: Dry Groceries; 

: Oils and Fats; 

‘ Jams and Syrups; 

: Other Groceries; and 


. Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork 
and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
individual items on an historical and geographical 
basis. Other calculations included a comparison of 
prices between Toronto and other centres as well as 
percentage changes in prices from previous months for 
all the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of ther#2 Zteéhisemonitored in TOoroncG 
rose by 2.4 percent during the quarter September to 
December 1985. Prices. increased by 0.2 percent from 
a year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of 
the 72 items increased by 1.7 percent between 
September and October, increased by 0.7 percent 
between October and November, and remained stable 
between November and December. 


During the quarter, declines were noted in categories 
such as cereals and bread (3.6 percent); canned 
fruits (1.9 percent); canned vegetables (0.9 
percent); canned juices (3.2 percent); dry groceries 
(4.2 percent); oils and fats (1.3 percent) and 
poultry (7.4 percent). These price declines were 
mainly due to December specials on items in each 
category. 


Increases noted in categories such as dairy and eggs 
(1.2 percent); beverages (3.3 percent); jams and 
syrups (7.4 percent); other groceries (10.7 percent); 
beef (6.0 percent) lamb (9.8 percent) and pork (2.0 
percent) were mainly due to the lifting of October 
specials which in some cases were augmented by 
increases in regular prices. 


The increase in retail beef prices reflected higher 
prices’ paid to cattle producers; primarily due to 
lower slaughter rates in Canada and the U.S. 


Pork supplies were similarly affected by lower 
slaughter ratés’ Higher’ producer prices? for hogs in 
recent months as well as increased demands for ham 
and other sélected cuts for Christmas and lifting. of 
September specials, resulted in slightly higher 
retail pork prices. 


Fresh vegetable prices increased as retail supplies 
of salad vegetables switched from local to 
higher-priced imports. These increases offset price 
declines on storables which resulted from increased 
production: in 19385. 


Price changes are available by category in Table l. 


OUTLOOK FOR FOOD PRICES IN 1986 


Retail food prices, as measured by the Consumer Price 
Index (CPI) are expected to increase by 2% to 4% in 
1986, compared to the increase of 2.9% in 1985. A 
number of factors will contribute to the 1986 food 
prices. 


Lower feed costs to farmers triggered by expected 
lower feed grain and oil seed prices, will likely 
influence production and prices of poultry and dairy 
products. 


-Beef production is expected to be less than in 1985, 
as both the Canadian and U.S. slaughter rates are 
expected to decrease. The projected decline in beef 
supplies may put some upward pressure on beef prices 
but this may be partially offset by competition from 
other meats and possible adjustment of consumers' 
purchasing patterns. 


Pork production will likely be near 1985 levels and 
poultry supplies are expected to be higher than 
1985. Supplies of apple and storable vegetables are 
also expected to be higher. Moderate increases are 
forecast for marketing costs which include labour, 
processing, distribution and retailing. 


Growth in demand for food is likely to moderate due 
to the expected slow increase in real personal 
disposable income. 


These various effects are expected to keep the food 
price increase similar to 1985. 


In 1986, retail coffee prices are expected to 
increase. Coffee prices on the world market have 
come under upward pressure due to expectations of 
crop reduction in 1986, triggered by last year's 
drought tin i Brazile. 


Depreciation of the Canadian dollar and rising 
Canadian interest rates, if they persist, would 
increase the cost of imports, of financing production 
and holding inventories. This could put upward 
pressure on retail food. 


Main Source: Agriculture Canada 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO 
AND 36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in December 
1985 was lower than Toronto in six of the other seven 
southern Ontario communities surveyed. The 
differential between Toronto and three Southern 
Ontario communities narrowed since September, often 
reflecting a larger percentage increase in total 
price in these communities compared to Toronto. The 
differential widened in four other communities, often 
reflecting price improvements in relation to Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored was lower 
than Toronto in three of the eleven Northwestern 
Ontario communities surveyed. The differential 
between Toronto and seven Northwestern Ontario 
Communities narrowed since September often reflecting 
a smaller percentage increase in Toronto over the 
quarter, but reflecting price declines in communities 
such as Marathon and Sioux Lookout. The data 
indicated a decline of 5.5 percent for Marathon while 
Toronto increased by 2.4 percent. This represented a 
Significant narrowing of the spread between these two 
communities, moving the differential to 2.3 percent 
in December from 10.9 percent in September. 


The differential widened in three other communities 
and remained stable in one other. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total prices were lower than Toronto in twelve of the 
eighteen Northeastern Ontario communities monitored. 
The differential narrowed in eight communities and 
widened in ten others, often reflecting price 
improvements in these communities. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto 
and all other communities monitored can be found in 
Table 2. 


Table 2a shows the average price of easily comparable 
items in 37 Ontario communities as of December 5, 
LIB5% 


Table 2: Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 34 Other Communities in Ontario 


June 6/85 Sept. 5/85 Dec. 5/85 

% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Communi ty From Toronto From Toronto From Toronto 
Toronto - ~ - 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton -3.5 -2.4 -2.9 
Kingston -2.0 -0.3 ic: 
London -3.5 -3.9 -4.5 
Ottawa -11.7 -7.5 -5.6 
Owen Sound -5.6 -4.1 -6.8 
Peterborough -5.4 -5.1 -5.0 
Windsor -5.2 -3.6 -1.3 


N.W. ONTARIO 


Atikokan (ag Je. 5.6 
Dryden (BE, 5.9 y0 
Fort Frances -1.1 -2.1 -2.1 
Geraldton 0.9 (Se a0 
Ignace Zs0 jet =e 
Kenora -1.8 -3.2 -2.1 
Marathon 3.0 10.9 (eg 
Rainy River 1.4 eh 5.6 
Red Lake 0.0 5.4 ey | 
Sioux Lookout Os) weg ares 
Thunder Bay -4,5 -2.1 -1.9 
N.E. ONTARIO 

Blind River -3.0 0.8 -5.2 
Chapleau (age 4.3 (dhs: 
Cochrane -3.5 2.0 -3.4 
Elliot Lake -5.5 =5.3 -3.0 
Espanola -6.2 -0.9 nets 
Hearst 0.9 1.6 16 
Iroquois Falls -4.6 -1.5 -4,.9 
Kapuskasing Z0 5.4 4.4 
Kirkland Lake -4.8 One -5.4 
Manitoulin Island -0.5 Ger 4.9 
Moosonee 8.8 To 6 t2.5 
New Liskeard -3./7 -2.8 -2.1 
North Bay -2.4 -0.6 -5.8 
Sault Ste. Marie -8.1 -5.0 -5.5 
Sturgeon Falls -2./ ae | gee | 
Sudbury -6.8 -5.0 -8.0 
Timmins -5.2 -2.6 -4.4 
Wawa -6.8 -1.9 -6.4 


LL SSS 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES 
FROM PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES. 


Between September and December 1985, the total price 
of the 72 items monitored declined in 11 of the 37 
communities monitored. Total prices increased in 26 
other communities. Decreases ranged from 0.4 percent 
in Moosonee to 5.5 percent in Marathon. Increases 
ranged from 0.5 percent in Timmins to 4.8 percent in 
Windsor. 


Fresh fruits and vegetables registered notable 
increases in many communities and contributed 
significantly to price increases. 


In many communities, lower prices of poultry, dairy 
and eggs as well as cereals and bread helped to 
moderate prices. 


In Marathon, lower prices in categories such as 
dairy; cereals and bread; beverages; canned fruit, 
vegetables and juices; fresh fruits and vegetables; 
oils and fats; beef; pork and poultry contributed to 
the 5.5 percent decline over the quarter. Specials 
were noted on many items. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are 
shown in Table 3. 


The percentage changes by category for the period 
September to December 1985 are available for all 
centres in Table 3a 


Table 3: Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for Al] 





Centres 
Mar. 7/85 June 6/85 Sept.5/85 

’ to June 6/85 to Sept.5/85 Dec. 5/85 
Communi ty % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto 1.4 -5.1 244 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton -0.7 -4.0 1.9 
Kingston liad -3.5 4.2 
London -2.5 -5.5 bey 
Ottawa 0.2 -0.6 4.5 
Owen Sound 3.6 -3.6 -0.5 
Peterborough 2.4 -4.8 2.6 
Windsor 1.8 -3.5 4.8 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan Shed -0.3 We I 
Dryden 5.8 -1.9 1.6 
Fort Frances “arg -6.0 2.4 
Geraldton 3 -3./ Ba 
Ignace 363 -1.0 3.9 
Kenora Slots) -6.4 3.5 
Marathon 0 jap al -5.5 
Rainy River Srl -3.0 4.4 
Red Lake -0.4 0.0 2.9 
Sioux Lookout O26 -2.8 -1.4 
Thunder Bay 0.0 -2./ Zak 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River 25 -1.4 -3./ 
Chapleau Bink -3 al AS 
Cochrane 0.4 O33 -3.0 
Elliot Lake -5.0 -5.0 3.9 
Espanola Let 0.1 bet 
Hearst 0.6 -4.2 2.0 
Iroquois Falls -0.6 -2.1 -1.1 
Kapuskasing 6.4 -2.6 1.5 
Kirkland Lake -0.1 -0.1 =3%3 
Manitoulin Island -3.6 ilps | 0.7 
Moosonee 0.6 0.9 -0.4 
New Liskeard O23 -4.3 Be 
North Bay 0.7 -3.3 -3.0 
Sault Ste. Marie 2.4 -1.9 1.9 
Sturgeon Falls 1.4 -0.5 1.4 
Sudb ury 360 -3.3 -0.7 
Timmins -0.5 -2.5 0.5 
Wawa -4.6 -0.2 -2.3 


Me. Bee NOe ee eee ee 8S BO ee ee Ss 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations 
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Poultry Meat 
-7.4 
-13.4 
-0.4 
-13.1 
-3.3 
-19.7 
-6.4 
-20.9 
-4./7 
37.4 
-11.3 
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-9.0 


Pork 
Pay 
-9.4 
0.8 
29 
75 
9.5 
6.5 
0.0 
ZOE 7 
1338 
-3.2 
55 
LOE 
~14.7 
4.6 
-7.6 
-9.4 
-0.2 
-3.9 
Sid 
-13.8 
-2.6 
6.8 
Well 


9.8 
208 
-3.4 
3.6 
4.4 
0.0 
19 Si 
0.0 
0.0 


-9.0 
0.0 


-29.5 
0.0 


26-02 
0.3 


Lamb 
38 .6 
= 07 
-4.4 

-21.4 

-15.3 
22.5 
11.8 
-3.7 

0.0 
0.0 

-16.7 

-6.7 
7/2) 


6,0 
3.6 
5.3 

-4.4 
2.6 
“22 
7.4 
4.9 
27.2 
2.0 
6.7 
522 
2.8 
7a 
4.7 
9.4 
7.9 
27% 
=2.9 
ae 
0.1 
3.5 


20.1 
6.5 


Beef 
-3.1 
-7.3 

Sar 

-12.3 
13).4 
=/.3 


59 
6.6 
4.0 
1.6 
3.0 
10.2 
4.2 
4.9 
S52 
-1.6 
-0.1 
Bye 
-3.9 
5.1 
14.4 
5.2 
L.2 
-7.4 
14.2 
Lt 
0.5 
3.4 
6.5 


-4.2 
0.4 


4.7 
0.9 
0.1 
5.9 





Other 
10.7 
-2.3 


7.4 
tO 


-9.9 


=o 
in5 


0.0 
03 
ee 


S20 
-2.0 


5.4 
6.0 
Ory 
7.0 
2.6 
-10.4 
2.4 
-1.6 
0.1 
0.5 
035 
-0.5 


-1.0 
97 


-1.8 


Jams & 
Syrups Groceries 
-2.4 
-0.7 
-0.7 
Sie 
=e 
-0.1 


2.8 
Sos 
8.5 
19 
-1.6 


-3.7 
5 


& 
1.8 
0.5 
Jef 
1.5 
14.7 
8.7 
-6.8 
03 
0.0 
4.8 
-2.5 
1.8 
OZ 
Ze0 
1.4 


Fats 
-1.3 


Oils 
-2.2 
-9.0 
-3.6 
-5.0 
-6.3 
-2.2 
-0.8 
-3.1 


7.6 
tad 
-4.7 
raft 
1.6 
-2.8 
-2.6 
Sra 


13.6 
2.0 


-9.5 
(2 VAs 


-3.4 
6.4 


Groceries 
-4.2 
-7.3 
-1.6 

8.0 
-2.2 
12.2 
-1.8 
LEZ 
-3.6 
iss 
21me2 
10.5 
-1.9 
-6.2 

9.4 
-0.3 

9.1 


Dry 


| 
-2.2 


Les 
0.9 


30.2 
WA 


32 .6 
2.9 


-4.0 
5.8 
4.4 
9.8 


Fresh 
Fruits 
& Vegs. 
20.6 
29.6 
17.8 
25.2 
25-1 
6.7 
15.3 
36.5 
33.6 
-4.8 
12.6 
30.8 
WSS 
-3.3 
825 
14.9 
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Canned 
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-2.3 
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Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, September to December, 1985 (Percentage Change) 
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Hamilton 
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N.W. ONTARIO 
Dryden 


Fort Frances 
Geraldton 
Iroquois Falls 
Kapuskasing 


Peterborough 
Ignace 


Table 3a 
Community 
Toronto 

SS 

Kingston 
London 
Ottawa 

Owen Sound 
Windsor 
Kenora 
Marathon 
Rainy River 
Red Lake 
Sioux Lookout 
Thunder Bay 
N.E. 

Blin 
Chapleau 


Elliot Lake 
Espanola 

Kirkland Lake 
Manitoulin Island 
Moosonee 

New Liskeard 


Cochrane 
Hearst 
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-28..5 -l3%7 


~32.9 


1325 «= -=958 3.4 9.0 0.0 


-3.6 -4.6 Tao 


-0.5 


2.8 


-0.6 


-2.3 
Specials are included for all locations. 
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CHRISTMAS DINNER 


The estimated cost of a Christmas dinner for four 
people is compared between December 1984 and December 
1985 in Table 4. This includes a survey of baking 
needs and is based on a three-store average. 


Table 4: Christmas Dinner, Year-To-Year Comparison 
December S 
Dinner 1984 FO85 Change 


Mushroom Soup - 10 oz. (2 tins) oe 3.5 





Garden Cocktail - 28 oz. ie bas 29 
Turkey Grade A Frozen —- 12 lbs. 917.04 17.88 
Cranberry Sauce - 14 oz. 199 Lele 
Stuffing Mix <= Turkey - 8 oz. eden, i. 36 
Bread - loaf ips) ate 
Yamo LO. -62 od 
Green Beans, fresh - 1 lb. Lhecpaie) lea” 
Broccoli - bunch lie42 15.29 
Christmas Plum Pudding - 15 oz. De2o 2O7 
Coffee - 1 1b. bag ay 2): 3.68 
Cae eee 1 ouart. (i.156° litres)" 1502 .99 
Wine - Ontario a Ae es) 545 
Dinner Total 38.30" 39.49 3.03% 


Baking Needs 














Reaitsiiiss 1502.4 425~0r. ) 44 1.68 
Almonds, sliced - 100 gr. 1.61 ore 
Walnut Pieces - 100 gr. eee Pee ec 
Butter = | sb’. 29 2569 
Candied Fruits: 
Mixed Peel, diced - 8 oz. 1.64 Nise 
Cherries Red & Green - 8 OZ. 2-89 2.69 
Progr =" 2.5 Kg; Deore Paeye ys 
Sugar Granulated - 2 kg. og 1.66 
Spices: 
Ginger ground —' 32 Gr Looe ie 
Rprseprce ground —" 32" gr. a LA Sy 4 
Cinnamon ground —- 32 gr. 1.40 1.48 
Brandy, Ontario — l'S"'ozs. UA 88, (eri), 
Eggs - 1 doz. ES Gee 2 
Baking Total Boos *928798 0.17% 
Total Dinner & Baking 67.26 § 68.47 1.80% 
NOTE: Specials are included in three-store average. 
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APPENDICES 


Scope of Monitoring 


Methodology 


ian} J 


- SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price 
monitoring in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. 
Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario communities were 


monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston 
were added to cover regions which were not included 
in previous monitoring. This report is prepared 
quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
EPlOOr, 555 Yonge “treet, Toronto; ,Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, 
representing over 30 food companies, was compiled as 
the basis for food price monitoring at the retail 
level throughout the province. The food groupings 
include many staples and closely relatte to the 
normal purchase selections of consumers in the 
supermarket. During the monitoring, both the regular 
and special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 percent of the estimated market in the eleven 
major centres of Ontario. These market centres 
include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, 
Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, 
Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


fescem Weclcleserepresent “more than 55 percent of the 
province's population. A monitored supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 
of the 11 centres. In addition, price monitoring in 
26 northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities 
facilitated province-wide price comparisons. Thus, 
the resulting price trends in Ontario are broadly 
based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 
centres (the 11 major markets and 26 other 
communities) on the same day quarterly. The average 
prices for each centre were calculated from the 
prices monitored in three stores where possible. In 
some small communities only two stores could be 
monitored. Since consumers had the opportunity to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability are often 
encountered in some of the more remote and smaller 
communities, appropriate adjustments had to be made 
FOr sizé or-bratid~ substitutions, using. 4 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. Staples and items sold in 
large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food 
categories so that prices could be compared without 
revealing individual brand names. The 10 categories 
are: 


é Dairy and Eggs; 

: Cereals and Bread; 

‘ Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including 
canned juices); 

: Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

; Dry Groceries; 

i Oils and Fats; 

. Jams and Syrups; 

i Other Groceries; and 

: Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork 
and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
individual items on an historical and geographical 
basis. Other calculations included a comparison of 
prices between Toronto and other centres as well as 
percentage changes in prices from previous months for 
all the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in Toronto 
rose by 3.8 percent during the quarter December to 
March 1986. Prices increased by 2.3 percent from a 
year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons indicate that the total price of 
the 72 items increased by 2.2 percent between 
December and January, declined by 1.1 percent between 
January and February and increased by 2.7 percent 
between February and March. 


During the quarter, declines were noted in categories 
Such as dairy and eggs (4.5 percent); fresh fruit and 
vegetables (2.8 percent); other groceries (0.2 
percent); beef (2.7 percent); lamb (17.5 percent) and 
poultry (2.4 percent). These price declines were 
mainly due to March specials on items in each 
category. 


All other categories registered increases ranging 
between 1.8 percent for canned vegetables and canned 
Juices, respectively, and 26.9 percent for beverages. 


The substantial increase in the beverages category 
reflected increases ame they pricey of. cof fee 4 Eriggered 
by the severe drought which damaged the 1986-87 
coffee crop in Brazil and pushed up world coffee 
Prices; 


Increases in the price of bakery products and cereals 
reflected increases in the price of bread wheat and 
duram wheat during the January to March period. 


Price increases in the other categories were mainly 
due to the lifting of December specials which offset 
March specials. 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO 
AND 36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in March, 
1986 was lower than Toronto in the seven other 
Southern Ontario communities surveyed. The 
differential between Toronto and four Southern 
Ontario communities widened since December 1985 
reflecting price improvements in relation to 
Toronto. The differential narrowed in three other 
Southern Ontario communities, reflecting a larger 
percentage increase in total price in these 
communities compared to Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored was lower 
than Toronto in five of the eleven Northwestern 
Ontario communities surveyed. The differential 
between Toronto and seven Northwestern Ontario 
communities narrowed Since December often reflecting 
price improvements in these communities in relation 
to Toronto. The differential widened in four other 
communities. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total prices were lower than Toronto in fourteen of 
the eighteen Northeastern Ontario communities 
monitored. The differential narrowed in eight 
communities and widened in ten others, often 
reflecting price improvements in these communities. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto 
and all other communities monitored can be found in 
Table 2. 


Table 2a shows the average price of easily comparable 
items in 37 Ontario communities as of March|6, 1985. 


Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 





Sept. 5/85 Dec. 5/85 Mar. 6/86 

% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Community from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto a - = 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton mt oe =9.9 sy ileg 
Kingston -0.3 gees) -1.3 
London -3.9 -4.5 -2.6 
Ottawa -7.5 -5.6 -6.8 
Owen Sound -4,.] -6.8 -5./7 
Peterborough -5.1 -5.0 aise: 
Windsor -3.6 -1.3 -4.9 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan 7.5 5.6 Cane 
Dryden 5.9 5.0 -1.4 
Fort Frances -2.] -2.1 -4.5 
Geraldton 28 SO -0.4 
Ignace ths Bo cin: 
Kenora = ae, -2.1 -6./ 
Marathon 10.9 aS Se 
Rainy River cm SMe) Be 
Red Lake 5.4 Bel (ts) 
Sioux Lookout See 4.3 2.4 
Thunder Bay -2.1 -1.9 -6.8 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River 0.8 -5.2 -5.8 
Chapleau 4.3 2.3 125 
Cochrane 20 -3.4 ORS 
Elliot Lake -5.3 -3.0 -6.5 
Espanola -0.9 -2.2 -4.2 
Hearst 1a) Le -3.5 
Iroquois Falls satis ils whe 9 -6.9 
Kapuskasing 5.4 4.4 -0.8 
Kirkland Lake Gat -5.4 -6.9 
Manitoulin Island ‘ehh 4.9 ch 
Moosonee 15.6 1205 1022 
New Liskeard eo -2.1 -4.4 
North Bay -0.6 -5.8 -3.8 
Sault Ste. Marie a Sa pa go) -6.2 
Sturgeon Falls . ool 1 ee | -4,.1 
Sudbury -5.0 -8.0 -4.6 
Timmins =2.6 -4,4 -5.0 
Wawa -1.9 -6.4 =3./ 
es ee ee ee 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES 
FROM PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES. 


Between December 1985 and March 1986, the total price 
of the 72 items monitored declined in 9 of the 37 
communities monitored. Total prices increased in 27 
other communities and remained stable in 1 other. 


Decreases ranged from 0.3 percent in Geraldton to 2.6 
percent in Dryden. Increases ranged from 1.0 percent 
in Kingston and Elliot Lake to 7.6 percent in Sudbury. 


In many communities higher prices in categories such 
as beverages, cereal and bread, jams and syrup 
contributed significantly to price increases, 


London and Peterborough in the South and Cochrane, 
North Bay and Sudbury in the North, registered 
Significantly higher increases in the beverages 
category than other communities. This was mainly 
responsible for their larger percentage change from 
the previous quarter. 


The guarterly increase in Wawa reflected notable 
increases in pork and poultry which were mainly due 
to movements from artificially low special prices in 
December to higher regular prices in March. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are 
shown in Table 3. 


The percentage changes by category for the period 
December 1985 to March 1986 are available for all 
centres in Table 3a. 


Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarter 
for All Centres 


a i a eg 
ee ee eee ee 


June 6/85 Sept .5/85 to Dec. 5/85 to 
to Sept.5/85 Dec .5/85 Mar. 6/86 
Community % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto -5.1 244 3.8 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton -4.0 1.9 aes 
Kingston Ec 42 be 
London -5.5 di, 7. 5.9 
Jttawa -0.6 45 Zan 
Owen Sound -3.6 -0.5 ae 
Peterborough -4.8 230 Bic 
Windsor -3.5 4.8 O36 


N.W. ONTARIO 


Atikokan -0.3 Oey. L.4 
Dryden -1.9 le -2.6 
Fort Frances -6.0 2nd lee 
Geraldton -3./ Sek -0.3 
Ignace -1.0 3.9 -1.0 
Kenora -6.4 St ake -1.] 
Marathon 24 -5.5 4.6 
Rainy River -3.0 4.4 Vc 
Red Lake O60 2.9 -0.4 
Sioux Lookout =2.8 -1.4 13 
Thunder Bay -2./ 237 -1.4 
N.E. ONTARIO 

Blind River -1.4 -3./ 322 
Chapleau -3.] Ande) 2.4 
Cochrane 0.3 -3.0 daeG 
Elliot Lake -5.0 3.9 hea 
Espanola ial : a wd 
Hearst -4.2 2.0 -1.2 
Iroquois Falls 21 -1.1 1.6 
Kapuskasing -2.6 iS -1.5 
Kirkland Lake -0.1 -3.3 ae 
Manitoulin Island 13 0:7 29 
Moosonee 0.9 -0.4 26 
New Liskeard -4.3 Suc 23 
North Bay -3.3 -3.0 S29 
Sault Ste. Marie -1.9 1.9 a0 
Sturgeon Falls -0.5 1.4 -1.6 
Sudbury =3.3 Oe 7, 156 
Timmins -2.5 0.5 Oak 
Wawa -0.2 -2.3 6.8 


| * oS SS SE Se ee ee eee 
source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 


Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, December 1985 to March 1986 (Percentage Change) 
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Specials are included for all locations. 


Note 


OUTLOOK FOR FOOD PRICES IN 1986 


The December issue of this report indicated that 
retail food prices as measured by the Consumer Price 
Index was forecast to increase by 2 to 4 percent in 
1986. This forecast remains unchanged despite some 
changes in commodity and macroeconomic forecasts. 


Except for coffee, significant price movements are 
not expected in the major food groups during the 
first six months of 1986. Retail coffee prices have 
already begun to show sharp increases, following the 
increase in world coffee bean prices. Brazil, the 
world's largest producer and exporter of coffee, with 
about.1/3. of .the world'sosuppLy)has experienced a 
severe crop damaging drought. Consequently, it is 
estimated that the 1986-87 crop will be 50 percent 
lower than 1985-86. World coffee prices are expected 
to remain under upward pressure until late 1986 when 
the prospects for Brazil's 1987-88 crop are known. 


Meat and poultry prices are not expected to show much 
change. Beef and pork production are expected to be 
Slightly below 1985 during the first half of 1986, 
but larger supplies of poultry will help offset the 
reduction in red meat production. 


Prices of storable vegetables are expected to 
increase seasonally throughout the first six months 
as stocks are depleted. 


Movement .of..freshUfruit and salad vegetable prices 
will remain dependent on Supplies from major winter 
production areas in the U.S. and Mexico and the 
climatic conditions in these areas. 


Marketing costs which include labour, packaging 
energy and transportation are expected to increase 
slightly from 1985 level, 


Exchange rates and interest rates will continue EO 
influence food prices. The effects of exchange rates 
are felt through their impact on the price of traded 
goods and services. Interest rates influence the 
cost of food through their effects on the cost of 
financing production and holding inventories, 


Main Source: Agriculture Canada 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price 
monitoring in Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. 
Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario communities were 
monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston 
were added to cover regions which were not included 
in previous monitoring. This report is prepared 
quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained 
by contacting the Research Section of the Ontario 
Ministry of Consumer & Commercial Relations, 9th 
Floor, 555 Yonge §treet, Toronto, Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, 
representing over 30 food companies, was compiled as 
the basis for food price monitoring at the retail 
level throughout the province. The food groupings 
include many staples and closely relatte to the 
normal purchase selections of consumers in the 
Supermarket. During the monitoring, both the regular 
and special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a 
selection of supermarkets that collectively represent 
over 70 percent of the estimated market in the eleven 
major centres of Ontario. These market centres 
include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, 
Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudpury, 
Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


These 11] cities represent more than ao percent: of. the 
province's population. A monitored Supermarket 
sample of three major chains was undertaken in each 
of the 411 centres, In addation,. price monitoring in 
26 northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities 
facilitated province-wide price comparisons. Thus, 
the resulting price trends in Ontario are broadly 
based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 
centres (the 11 major markets and 26 other 
communities) on the same day quarterly. The average 
prices for each centre were calculated from the 
prices monitored in three stores where possible. In 
some small communities only two stores could be 
monitored. Since consumers had the Opportunity to 
take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in 
historical comparisons of food prices are indicated. 





Since problems of product availability are often 
encountered in some of the more remote and smaller 
communities, appropriate adjustments had to be made 
Lemee se Or Drandisubstitutions, using a 
price-per-unit comparison and prices for comparable 
brands of the same size. Staples and items sold in 
large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food 
categories so that prices could be compared without 


revealing individual brand names. The 10 categories 
are: 


, Dairy and Eggs; 
2 Cereals and Bread; 
. Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including 


canned juices); 

: Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

: Dry Groceries; 

, OL1ls and Fats: 

: Jams and Syrups; 

; Other Groceries; and 

“ Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork 
and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for 
Midr2yraual 1.tems on an historical and geographical 
basis. Other calculations included a comparison of 
prices between Toronto and other centres as well as 
percentage changes in prices from previous months for 
ali the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in Toronto 
increased by 0.8 percent during the quarter March to June 
1986. Prices increased by 1.7 percent from a year earlier, 


On a monthly basis the total price declined by 0.7 percent 
between March and April, increased by 2.0 percent between 
April and May and declined by 0.4 percent between May and 
Jvune, 


During the quarter, price declines were noted in categories 
Such as canned vegetables (2.3 percent); canned JuICces §(2.7 
percent); dry groceries (6.6 percent); jams and SYruUD (27 
Pereenty sand pork (3.2 percent). 


These price declines were mainly due to the featuring of 
specials on items in these groups during the June monitoring. 


All other categories registered increases ranging between 
mM e2epercent for ddiry and eggs and 21.2 percent for ‘lamb. 


The ‘dairy and eggs' increase reflected the lifting of a 
March special on eggs as well as a 2.5 cents per litre 

PCr eacceinetne retail price of “fluid milk. “This retail 
milk price increase, which moved the price of the popular 2% 
4L bag from $2.69 to $2.79, was triggered by the April 14 
dairy increase of 3 cents per litre in the wholesale price 
Sr Ge luidamilk . 


The substantial increase in the lamb category reflected the 
ite rng of March specials. on lamb: 


The cereal and bread category showed an increase of 4.4 
percent mainly due to the lifting of March specials on some 
cereal and bakery products and increases in the regular 
price of others which offset the effects of June specials on 
bread. 


The beverages category showed an increase of 2.4 percent 
Mainly due to increases in coffee prices. Retail coffee 
prices have been rising in recent months due to an increase 
in world coffee bean prices triggered by the Brazillian 
Grought late last year. 


Poultry prices showed an increase of 4.0 largely due to 
increases in the price of chicken and turkey. 


Price increases in all other categories were mainly due to 
Sherlifting of March Specials which offset the effectsy of 


June specials. 


Price changes are available by category in Table l. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO 
AND 36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


mneetOtal price of; the 72 items monitored in June, 1986 was 
lower than Toronto in the seven other Southern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The differential between Toronto ana 
Six Southern Ontario communities narrowed, reflecting a 
Merger percentage increase in total price in these 
communities compared to Toronto. The differential widened 
in one other community reflecting price improvements in 
relbacjzon to Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items was lower than Toronto in 
four of the eleven Northwestern Ontario communities 
Surveyed. The differential between Toronto and nine 
Northwestern Ontario communities widened, sometimes 
reflecting price improvements in these communities in 
relation to Toronto. The differential narrowed in two other 
communities, one of which showed price improvements in 
Be eae Lon £0, TOrOnto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total prices were lower than Toronto in thirteen of the 
eighteen Northeastern Ontario communities monitored. The 
differential narrowed in eleven communities and widened in 
seven others, sometimes reflecting price improvements in 
Bera ony On TODONtO. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all 
other communities monitored can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a shows the average price of easily comparable items 
in 37 Ontario communities as of June 1986. 





Table 2:- Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto 
and 36 Other Communities in Ontario 


ee 


Dec. 5/85 Mar. 6/86 June 5/86 
% Difference % Difference % Difference 
Communit from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto - = we 
S. ONTARIO 
Hamilton ale why mille 
Kingston ise -1.3 -1.2 
London -4.5 -2.6 == ee? 
Ottawa =5.6 -6.8 =F 
Owen Sound al eleste. my Bn, ae 
Peterborough =550 = 2 a te 0 
Windsor -1.3 -4.9 2.0 
N.W. ONTARIO 
Atikokan D0 ee 4.9 
Dryden 520 -1.4 2s 2 
Fort Frances =?) |) yA iS =6 25 
Geraldton S6 -0.4 -1.4 
Ignace 8.3 sh) Sao 
Kenora =e: =< (cay 5.9 
Marathon 7 gs Soll =0.1 
Rainy River 0 sare. G.3 
Red Lake Wt 0.8 12 
Sioux Lookout 423 Dias 30 
Thunder Bay ml 9 =6156 ea meee 
N.E. ONTARIO 
Blind River SD2 Soe Writs: =f 
_ Chapleau 26 tls) Sits 
Cochrane -3.4 0.3 -0.9 
Elliot Lake -3.0 -6.5 ~h., 6 
Espanola — Pre? =e ed Lie 
Hearst ihe) —3n =) 0 
Iroquois Falls =4..9 =6 29 ie) 
Kapuskasing 4.4 = Ose 2 ea 
Kirkland Lake 5.4 -6.9 -4.6 
Manitoulin Island 4.9 Se 4.5 
Moosonee 1 pete: Orr Tors 
New Liskeard -2.1 -4.4 =o 
North Bay -5.8 =3.0 oi Se 
Sault Ste. Marie =e -6.2 -5.8 
Sturgeon Falls deel = 5 1 =2.0 
Sudbury -8.0 -4.6 za. 0 
Timmins -4.4 =i) —4.7 
Wawa -6.4 Se, =0.1 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES 
FROM PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between Merch andy June 1986, thertotal.price*of the,.72 items 
monitored declined in 5 of the 37 communities monitored. 
Decreases ranged from 0.1 percent in Geraldton to 2.4 
percent in Marathon. 


In many communities higher prices for fresh vegetables and 
Sugar contributed to price increases. 


Red Lake and Espanola in the north registered significantly 
higher percentage change than other locations. Increased 
coffee prices in both communities; higher prices for 
imported potatoes, lettuce, dry cereal, dinner ham, bacon in 
Espanola; substitution of some higher priced brands in Red 
Lake and the lifting of March specials in both communities, 
especially lamb and poultry in Espanola; combined to 

Gooner bute Significantly to the price changes. 


Chapleau's price change was also influenced by increases in 
the price of coffee, dry cereal, imported potato substitutes 
and return to regular prices from March specials. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in 
Table 3. 


The percentage changes by category for the period March to 
December 1986 are available for all centres in Table 3a. 





Table 3:- Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Months 
for All Centres 


bepuwes/o5 CO sec. 5/65 to Mar. 6/86 to 


Dec. 5/85 Mar. 6/86 June 5/86 

Community % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto 2e4 Sidis 0.8 
S. ONTARIO 

Hamilton 1.9 ee 3) 
Kingston PAG vas) so 
London TAT) 5.9 ne 
Ottawa (sar Va Ors 
Owen Sound -0.5 BA 8) 3726 
Peterborough 2.6 ORE eS) 
Windsor Geiss On0 364 


N.W. ONTARIO 


Atikokan On? ea 2D 

Dryden alge) =O 4.5 

Fort: Frances 2.4 lez el bene 

Geraldton Om = eo =O7e 

Ignace 3.9 -1.0 2.9 

Kenora 35 heal 17 

Marathon =5.5 4.6 -2.4 

Rainy River 4.4 1.4 ik 

Red Lake Pe) =0.4 7.4* 
Sioux Lookout -1.4 is 4 

Thunder Bay Zr = isd Orr 

N.E. ONTARIO 

Blind River =—3./7 Siew -0.9 
Chapleau 0 2.4 53 

Cochrane =3.0 Teste) -0.4 

Elliot Lake 8.9 10 5.0 
Espanola ead er, Os 
Hearst Ze -1.2 Sa 

Iroquois Falls -l.1 P0 Oe2 

Kapuskasing 5 -1.5 Sits) 

Kirkland Lake =3.3 28 360 

Manitoulin Island a7 cee) 225 

Moosonee -0.4 eats, iO 

New Liskeard Baz 153 30 

North Bay -3.0 9 2.9 

Saulc Ste. Marie Hae, 3.0 193 

Sturgeon Falls eae =i. 6 2.4 

Sudbury =O. 7 TE) 139 

Timmins 0.5 Saul oe 

Wawa -2.3 6.8 4.6 


Ee ee Se 
Source: Ontario Food Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 


and Commercial Relations 


* Only 1 store monitored. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This Leport presents the results of food price monitoring in 
Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, Toronto and 
34 Ontario communities were monitored. In August, OS te, 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions which 
were not included in prévious monitoring. This report is 
prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by 
contacting the Research Section of the Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer .and Commercial Relations, 9th Floor, 555 Yonge 
street, Toronto, Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 
30 food companies, was compiled as the basis for food price 
monitoring at the retail level throughout the province. The 
food groupings include many staples and closely related to 
the normal purchase selections of consumers in the 
Supermarket. During the monitoring, both the regular and 
Special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection 
of supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 percent 
of the estimated market in the eleven major centres in 
Sitar LOuwsl nese Market.centres include Toronto, Hamilton, 
Kingston, London, Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault 
Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


Peso ect 1es represent more than 55 percent of the 
province's population. A monitored supermarket sample of 
three major chains was undertaken in each of the 11 
Centres. In addition, price monitoring in 26 northeastern 
and northwestern Ontario communities facilitated 
province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the resulting price 
trends in Ontario are broadly based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on the same 
day guarterly. The average prices for each centre were 
Calculated from the prices monitored in three stores where 
possible. In some small communities only two stores could 
be monitored. Since consumers had the opportunity to take 
advantage of special prices, specials were included in the 
monitoring. Any specials included in historical comparisons 
of food prices are indicated. 








Since problems of product availability are often encountered 
in some of the more remote and smaller communities, 
appropriate adjustments had to be made for size or brand 
Substitutions, using a price-per-unit comparison and prices 
for comparable brands of the same size. Staples and items 
sold in large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so 
that prices could be compared without revealing individual 
brand names. The 10 categories are: 


; Dairy and Eggs; 

‘ Cereals and Bread; 

; Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices); 
. Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

- Dry Groceries; 

F Oils and Fats; 

; Jams and Syrups; 

, Other Groceries; and 


és Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual 
items on an historical and geographical basis. Other 
calculations included a comparison of prices between Toronto 
and other centres as well as percentage changes in prices 
from previous months for all the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


he total price of the 72 items monitored in Toronto 
increased by 1.8 percent during the quarter June to 
September 1986. Prices increased by 9.1 percent from a year 
earlier. 


On a monthly basis, total price increased by 1.1 percent 
eeeween June and July, by 0.3 percent between July and 
August and by 0.3 percent between August and September. 


ever the quarter price declines were noted in categories 
Such as cereals and bread (4,4 Percent); beverages! (7-0 
Percent); 'canned juices (0.8 Percent): @hesh fries ane 
me-oetablesi(5.8 percent): oils and fats (1.1 percent); and 
Btner groceries (4.4 percent). These were largely due to 
ere featuring of specials on some items in each category 
during the September monitoring period. 


Except for lamb which remained stable, all other categories 
registered increases ranging between 0.9 percent fora ain.. 
eeaecogS and 27.3 percent for pork. 


fae substantial increase in pork prices reflected low 
BeOouctioOnjaend recent increases in’ the price’ paid to hog 
Producers. 


@ne dry groceries category also showed a significant 
Srcnvease Of 141.9 percent mainly due to the lifting of June 
Specials on items such as rice, pasta and sugar, which 
priset theleffects of September specials on other items, as 
well as higher regular prices for beans. 


Less significant increases in categories such as canned 


vegetables (4.2 percent); beef (3.8 percent); canned 
Preuits {1.5 percent); jams and syrups (1.6 percent); 
poultry (1.2 percent); and dairy and eggs (0.9 percent) 


mere largely due to the lifting of June specials, sometimes 
combined with slight increases in the regular prices of some 
items. 


On an annual basis, significant increases were noted in the 
beverages as well as the pork category. In the case of 
beverages, the increase was mainly due to higher retail 
coffee prices which have been reflecting increases in world 
Potfee prices Since February 1985. These increases and the 
Hitting of specials which were featured during the September 
moo mMOnitoring were the main factors behind the 9.) percent 
year over year increase in total price. 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 





SuO}Je Loy [e,2VauWO) pue “awNsuo) JO AtYSLULW OLseZUQ ‘uRubO4d Hul4soz Luoy dDt4g POO4 OfueZUQ + :9d4N0S 





























Bal €°O one ues Lob aa él {eqyoL 
he ie [Soe “ld ts er i 5.) Kay (Nog 
Tc 6°9L Dag bg TEC O89e = S A40d 
0°0 t°6 SPs = 0°U vib sypwell l (uazO4y) que] 
Gee aus Cava last 0° 6 eS = s) joy 
Syed, 
ie EWS mY Bile = Ob g°¢ | g Sd L4d9044 4a4}U 
9° | 0°0 Sop: = 9°9 L°6 re 6 es | € sdnudS pue swer 
ot Ol Boe (es Ti Gt vie | v Sye4 pue SLU 
6° bl 80 9° 0 Cera OG t Ol l sutuad04y Aug 
a5 97 pol- Ces e"6L viol evi | Ol SU(qeyobva puk YIN44 Ysa 
Sa0 = 6 ual Poe = Oulas Calne | v Sad IN[) pouue ) ; 
Gav SY Veg CRESS O° Olt v S98 (qejysbaA pouuey 
el 0°0 €°0 Zh 9b eat 2 $y in44 pouuey N 
SO[qeyobe, puke $zinuy pouuey P 
Om ee Sante. Cae 68.945 Love 98h S Sob eudAgy 
tay = Caen 80 Oe g°S L°S l peouy pue S{ed4a) 
6°0 | 50 v0 0°0 a Be ep = | S Sbb 4 pue Aatey 
ee = a s ee 
FJONVHD % JOWWHI & JONVHD « JUNVHO ‘%e JUNVHO « JUNVHO | SW4Ll 
Oy / Valdas 98/b ~1d4S 98/4 “UTM 98/8 ANC 9¥/b ~“1ddiS 98/5 ANAL UGO04 
i. ae fee Se oe Soe eee a 40 ANU IIWS 
NUS 1 uv dWw0d NOS T Uv dbiUJ UU IN 
A VU aL avid NOS TGVdWOD HINO GL HINO dV3A OL YVG4A 





Oyuouo, UL *AuObazey Aq *Suky] POO4 Zf JO SPUDWWAOW DIt4d = 1 YLGEL 


» ee 221) whey 





“a en I as TD 
a2 


7 eran r Abst ti a)) % ak a 


a bn “S$ | - . ———e 4 





FOOD PRICES - SITUATION AND OUTLOOK 


Pood prices are expected to increase by 4-4.5 percent in 

1986. Agriculture Canada has revised their June forecast 
which estimated that the increase in food prices £6r this 
year would be near the upper end of the 2-4 percent range. 


The June forecast was based on a first quarter retail food 
price increase of 2.4 percent as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index ®andv’expect ations that there would be no 
Significant price movements in major food Groups during the 
second half of the year. 


Recent trends in commodity markets, especially pork and 
poultry, have affected the retail prices and necessitated 
the forecast revision of approximately one percent higher. 


Mine réetail’prices of pork and cured meats stich as ham and 
bacon have recently shown significant increases, mainly due 
eo-low production in the U.S. “and récent ‘increases in the 
peice =paid' to ™hog’ producers. “Canadian “producer prices for 
hogs closely follow price movements in the larger U.S. 
market where producer hog prices have risen due to declining 
Slaughter rates. 





Bits pProguction Scenario is likely to continue through to 
Beetena sof! l9sG-anagethe shortfall in U.S. production 
compared to Canada, will maintain upward pressure on 
Canadian hog and pork prices. However, there are a few 
factors which should help reduce feed prices and thus ease 
the pressure on retail prices during this last quarter. 
These are lower Canadian grain prices which followed the 
eeangeshin-U.S. subsidies to grain farmers, and strong 
international competition among grain producing countries. 


Poultry prices have increased due to insufficient production 
to meet the increased demand. The significant increase in 
pork prices may have led consumers to substitute other meats 
Such’ as chicken at the retail level. At the same time the 
additional demand by Expo '86 on Canadian chicken Marketing 
Agency quota in the third quarter may have also created some 
snort supply and affected retail prices. 


Retail coffee prices increased significantly in early 1986 
Beef Ouagnit in Brazil reduced the 1985-86 crop by about 50 
Bercent, ana triggered a sharp increase in world coffee 
Borees, The world price increase is still having a lagged 
Brrect On prices in some retail outlets. 


World coffee prices declined in June-July in the light of 
expectations that Brazil"s 1987-88 crop would return to 
normal levels. Although uncertainties about the effects of 
cooler weather increased world market contract prices from 
their June-July lows, the improved outlook for world coffee 
Supplies may result in a levelling off of retail coffee 
Beaces during this last quarter. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO 
AND 36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in September, 1986 
was lower than Toronto in the seven other Southern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The differential between Toronto and 
four Southern Ontario communities narrowed, reflecting a 
larger percentage increase in total price in these 
communities compared to Toronto. The differential widened 
in three other communities, reflecting price improvements win 
nmeveanron to Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 


gie cOtal price was Tower than Toronto in four of the eleven 
Northwestern Ontario communities surveyed. The differential 
between Toronto and four Northwestern Ontario communities 
widened, often reflecting price improvements in Toronto in 
relation to these communities. The differential narrowed in 
seven other communities reflecting relative price 
improvements in Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Moral prices were lower in thirteen of the eighteen 
Northeastern Ontario communities monitored. The 
Gaifferential narrowed in nine communities and widened in 
Pane otners, often reflecting price improvements in relation 
eo .TOrontd. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all 
Orner communities monitored can be fotind in Table Zz. 


Table 2a shows the average price of easily comparable items 
in 37 Ontario communities as of September 1986. 
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ime: Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 
| Communities in Ontario 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES 
FROM PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between June and September 1986, the total price of the 72 
items monitored declined in six of the 37 Ontario 
communities monitored. Decreases ranged from 0.2 percent in 
Pechrene CO 3.2 percent in Espanola. Price increases were 
nmoted—in 31 other communities. 


In many communities significantly higher prices for pork and 
Poultry contributed fo the overall price*tincrease. As 
explained earlier, retail pork price increases reflected 
ipcrear Ss in hog prices paid to producers. 


mice regard to poultry, increases in retail price were 
mainly due to higher Consumer demand. According to 
Agriculture Canada* consumers are showing a strong 
preererence [Or poultry in the restaurant food service and 
food purchased from stores markets. 


The recent increases in pork prices have probably increased 
consumer demand for chicken at the retail level and has put 
upward pressure on chicken prices, 


BLoOuUs LOokOuL in the,north registered a_Significantly higher 
percentage change compared to other communities. This was 
Pornge lye cue tO Ene combined effect of higher prices for 
beverage items such as coffee and chocolate, some vegetable 
ieee, POrK anc pOUltTTy, as well as: the, Tifting of September 
specials. 


wae-stgnrticant price decline in Espanola was largely due to 
the featuring of specials during the September monitoring. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in 
Rable 3. 


The percentage changes for the period June to September, 
Bo86. are available for all centres in Table 3a. 


hi A9n2eulbure-Canada-kood.Rrice. Report, September, 1986 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


Dips enon poesents the results of food price monitoring in 
7OEOntO and 3.0 Ontario. communities. Previously, Toronto .and 
34 Ontario communities were monitored. In August, 1981, 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions which 
Pere noe inciuged a previous monitoring. This report is 
prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by 
POneastingecne Research Section of the Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations, 9th Floor, 555 Yonge 

Sc recr. "Tonontco. ONtamio, M/A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 
30 food companies, was compiled as the basis for food price 
Pott arn g tats cae retail level throughout tr? province. ‘The 
food groupings include many staples and closely related to 
the normal purchase selections of consumers in the 
Supermarket. During the monitoring, both the regular and 
Special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection 
of supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 percent 
of the estimated market in the eleven major centres in 
Pncoar io... tnese market centres ,include Toronto, Hamilton, 
Kingston, London, Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault 
Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


ae ewe he ee, Tepresent more than $5 percent of the 
Brovince'’s population. A monitored supermarket sample of 
three major chains was undertaken in each of the 11 
Peneress im acdition, price monitoring in 26 northeastern 
and northwestern Ontario communities facilitated 
province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the resulting price 
Prends in Ontario are broadly based. 


Methodology 


Peaices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on the same 
Bay quarterly. The average prices for each centre were 
melcularea from the pricés monitored in three stores where 
possible. In some small communities only two stores could 
be monitored. Since consumers had the opportunity to take 
Bavanteage of Special prices, Specials were included in the 
monitoring. Any specials included in historical comparisons 
Breroou prices are indicated. 
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Since problems of product availability are often encountered 
in some of the more remote and smaller communities, 
appropriate adjustments had to be made for size or brand 
substitutions, using a price-per-unit comparison and prices 
for comparable brands of the same size. Staples and items 
sofd in large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so 
that prices could be compared without revealing individual 
brand names. The 10 categories are: 


: Dairy and Eggs; 

Cereals and Bread; 

: Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices); 
i: Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

5 Dry Groceries; 

; Oris rand Pets: 

4 Jams and Syrups; 

Other Groceries; and 

: Meets sGiicluding beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


mae percentage price changes were calculated for individual 
meems. On an historical and geographical basis. Other 
calculations included a comparison of prices between Toronto 
and other centres as well as percentage changes in prices 
EaOreprev1OuSs months for all the -centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


During the quarter September to December 1986, 21000 Drices 
in Toronto as measured by the 72 regularly monitored items, 
rose by 2.7 percent. Prices increased by 9.4 percent from a 
year earlier. 


Monthly comparisons showed that prices increased by Oxia 
percent between September and October, 1.7 percent between 
October and November and 0.9 percent between November and 
December. 


Quarterly declines noted in categories such as dairy and 
eggs (1.1 percent); beverages (2.0 percent); canned fruits 
(11.7 percent); canned vegetables (5.4 percent); canned 
juices (6.7 percent); lamb (8.9 percent); and pork (2.2 
percent), were mainly due to specials featured during the 
December monitoring. 


Increases were noted in categories such as cereals and bread 
(0.9 percent); fresh fruit and vegetables (21.4 percent); 
dry groceries (11.0 percent); oils and fats (3.5 percent); 
jams and syrups (8.3 percent); other groceries (12.4 
Percent jim peer (2.6 percent); and poultry (5.9 percent). 
These were mainly due to the lifting of September specials 
which, in some cases, were augmented by increases in regular 
Drwces . 


Fresh fruit and vegetable prices increased as retail 
Supplies of fresh vegetables shifted from local products to 
higher priced imports. 


The significant increase in the price of dried beans was the 
Main factor contributing to the increase in the dry 
groceries category. Dry bean prices continued to reflect 
higher wholesale prices triggered by bad weather conditions 
in Ontario during last fall, which severely damaged bean 
crops and reduced supplies. 


On an annual basis, significant increases were noted in 
categories such as beverages, dry groceries, pork and 
poultry. In the case of beverages the increase reflected 
higher price levels for coffee which have prevailed since 
February 1986. Although coffee prices seemed to be 
levelling off, they were higher than in December 1985. 


The significant increase in the dry groceries category 
reflected higher dry beans prices as in the case of the 
Quarterly increase. 


Pork and poultry also reflected higher price levels attained 
during the year as low supplies triggered increases in 
retail prices. 


Price changes are available by category in Table l. 
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OUTLOOK FOR PRICES IN 1987 


Retail food prices are expected to rise by 3% to 5% in 1987 
compared to the increase of 5% in 1986. A number of 
factors will contribute to the 1987 food prices. 


Beef supplies are expected to be lower in the first quarter 
of 1987 due to expectations of herd rebuilding in Canada 
and decline in U.S. beef production. This will likely put 
upward pressure on beef prices in 1987. 


Pork prices are expected to experience upward pressure as 
pork supplies are expected to be lower in Canada and the 
UsS; 


Supplies of storable fruit and vegetable such as apples and 
potatoes are expected to be smaller, putting upward 
pressure on prices. 


Consumer demand for food is likely to increase slightly, 
triggered by a slight increase in real personal disposable 
income. 


It is expected that some supply factors will help to 
moderate food prices and keep the food price increase in 
the 3% to 5% range. 


Supplies of citrus fruits are expected to increase in 1987, 
resulting in lower retail prices. 


Lower food costs for poultry will likely trigger increased 
production of chicken, turkey and eggs which may result in 
lower retail prices. 


Main Source: Agriculture Canada 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO 
AND 36 ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in December, 1986 
was lower in six of the seven Southern Ontario communities 
Surveyed, compared to Toronto. The differential between 
Toronto and three Southern Ontario communities narrowed 
Since September reflecting a larger percentage increase in 
total price in these communities compared to Toronto. The 
differential widened in four other communities, sometimes 
reflecting price improvements in relation to Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Compared to Toronto, total price was lower in five of the 
eleven Northwestern Ontario communities surveyed. The 
differential between Toronto and seven Northwestern Ontario 
communities narrowed since September, often reflecting a 
smaller percentage increase or price declines in these 
communities compared to Toronto. The differential widened 
in four other communities. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total price was lower in fourteen of the eighteen 
Northeastern Ontario communities monitored, compared to 
Toronto. The differential narrowed in six communities and 
widened in twelve others. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all 
other communities monitored can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a shows the average price of easily comparable items 
in 37 Ontario communities as of December 4, 1986. 
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e 2: Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 
Communities in Ontario 
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JUNE 5/86 SEPT. 4/86 DEC. 4/86 

% DIFFERENCE % DIFFERENCE % DIFFERENCE 
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nto - - - 
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irce: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer and Commercial 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES 
FROM PREVIOUS QUARTERS FOR ALL CENTRES 


Between September and December 1986, the total price of the 
72 items monitored declined in nine of the 37 communities 
monitored. Total price increased in 27 other communities 
and remained stable in one. Decreases ranged from 0.3 
percent in Windsor to 2.8 percent in Rainy River. Increases 
ranged from 0.5 percent in Wawa to 5.2 percent in Ottawa. 


In many communities quarterly price increases were 
influenced by higher prices for items of fresh vegetables, 
dry groceries, jams and syrups. Pork prices which increased 
sharply during the third quarter, registered declines in 
Many communities during this monitoring period. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in 
Tavre™ 3s. 


The percentage changes for the period September to December 
1986 are available for all centres in Table 3a. 
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Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for All Centres 
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CHRISTMAS DINNER 


The estimated cost of Christmas dinner for four people is 
compared between December 1985 and December 1986 in Table 4, 
This includes a survey of baking needs and is based on a 


three-store average. 


Table 4: Christmas Dinner, Year-To-Year Comparison 


Dinner 


Mushroom Soup - 10 oz. (2 tins) 
Garden Cocktail - 28 oz. 

Turkey Grade A Frozen - 12 lbs. 
Cranberry Sauce -'14 oz. 
Stuffing Mix - Turkey - 8 oz. 
Bread - loaf 

Yam - 1 1b. 

Green Beans, fresh - 1 lb. 
Broccoli - bunch 

Christmas Plum Pudding - 15 oz. 
Coffee - 1 lb. bag 

2) Milk = Iequart (1.136 litres) 
Wine - Ontario 


Dinner Total 


Baking Needs 


Raisins - 15 oz. (425 gr.) 
Almonds, sliced - 100 gr. 
Walnut Pieces - 100 gr. 
Butter = 1 1b. 
Candied Fruits: 
Mixed Peel, diced - 8 oz. 
Cherries Red & Green - 8 OZ. 
PLOuUre=——2.0 KG. 
Sugar Granulated - 2 kg. 
Spices: 
Ginger ground - 32 gr. 
Allspice ground - 32 gr. 
Cinnamon ground - 32 gr. 
Brandy, Ontario - 13 ozs. 
Eggs - 1 doz. 


Baking Total 


Total Dinner & Baking 


NOTE: Specials are included in three-store average. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitoring in 
Toronto and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, Toronto and 
34 Ontario communities were monitored. In August, 1981, 
Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions which 
were not included in previous monitoring. This report is 
prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by 
contacting the Research Section of the Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations, 9th Floor, 555 Yonge 
Street, Loconco, Ontario, M/A *ZHO. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 
30 food companies, was compiled as the basis for food price 
monitoring at the retail level throughout the province. The 
food groupings include many staples and closely related to 
the normal purchase selections of consumers in the 
Supermarket. During the monitoring, both the regular and 
special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection 
of supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 percent 
of the estimated market in the eleven major centres in 
Ontario. These market centres include Toronto, Hamilton, 
Kingston, London, Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault 
Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the 
province's population. A monitored supermarket sample of 
three major chains was undertaken in each of the 11 
centres. In addition, price monitoring in 26 northeastern 
and northwestern Ontario communities facilitated 
province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the resulting price 
trends in Ontario are broadly based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres 
(the 11 major markets and 26 other communities) on the same 
day quarterly. The average prices for each centre were 
calculated from the prices monitored in three stores where 
possible. In some small communities only two stores could 
be monitored. Since consumers had the opportunity to take 
advantage of special prices, specials were included in the 
monitoring. Any specials included in historical comparisons 
of food prices are indicated. 
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Since problems of product availability are often encountered 
in some of the more remote and smaller communities, 
appropriate adjustments had to be made for size or brand 
substitutions, using a price-per-unit comparison and prices 
for comparable brands of the same size. Staples and items 
sold in large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so 
that prices could be compared without revealing individual 
brand names. The 10 categories are: 


. Dairy and Eggs; 

. Cereals and Bread; 

A Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices); 
: Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

3 Dry Groceries; 

: Oils and Fats; 

4 Jams and Syrups; 

: Other Groceries; and 

° Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual 
items on an historical and geographical basis. Other 
calculations included a comparison of prices between Toronto 
and other centres as well as percentage changes in prices 
from previous months for all the centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


During the quarter December 1986 to March 1987, food prices in Toronto as 
measured by the 72 regularly monitored items, rose by 2.4 per cent. This 
increase was mainly due to the return to regular prices from promotions 
during the festive season in December. Prices increased by 8.0 per cent’ 
from a year earlier. 


Quarterly declines noted in categories such as dairy and eggs (0.2 per 
cent); canned vegetable (3.3 per cent); fresh fruits and vegetables (0.8 
per cent) and pork (4.1 per cent) were mainly due to specials featured 
during the March monitoring. 


Increases were registered in categories such as cereal amd bread (5.5 per 
cent); beverages (4.2 per cent); canned fruits (4.3 per cent); canned 
juices (10.4 per cent); dry groceries (8.0 per cent); oils and fats (0.8 
per cent); Jams and syrups (1.2 per cent); other groceries (5.5 per 
cent); beef (0.3 per cent); lamb (4.1 per cent); and poultry (2.4 per 
cent). These increases were mainly que to the lifting of December 
specials and, in some cases, increases in regular prices. 


The increases in the dry groceries category reflected increases in dry 
bean prices due to a combination of the lifting of a December special and 
an increase in regular price. 


Significant annual increases were noted in categories such as fresh fruit 
and vegetables, dry groceries, other groceries, lamb, pork and poultry. 


In the case of fresh fruit and vegetables, the increase reflected higher 
prices for storables as storage holdings reached substantially lower 
levels than a year ago. 


As in the quarterly increase, the significant year over year increase in 
the price of dried beans was the main factor contributing to the increase 
in the dry groceries category. 


Increases in the other categories were mainly due to the lifting of 
specials which were featured during the March 1986 monitoring period. 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 OTHER COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in March, 1987, was lower than’ 
Toronto in all other seven Southern Ontario communities surveyed. The 
differential between Toronto and all other seven Southern Ontario 
communities widened, reflecting a smaller percentage increase in total 
price compared to Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Total price was lower in six of the eleven Northwestern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The differential between Toronto and five 
northwestern Ontario communities narrowed, often reflecting smaller 
percentage increases or price declines in these comminities compared to 
Toronto. 


The differential widened in six other commmities often reflecting smaller 
increases in total price compared to Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Compared to Toronto, total price was lower in 17 of 18 Northeastern 
Ontario communities monitored. The differential between Toronto and two 
Northeastern Ontario commmities narrowed. The differential widened in 15 
other communities and remained stable in one, often reflecting lower 
increases in total price compared to Toronto. 


A comparison of price differential between Toronto and all other 
commmnities monitored can be found in Table 2. 


Table 2a shows the average price of easily comparable items in 37 Ontario 
communities as of March 5, 1987. 
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Table 2: 
Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for All Centres 


SEPT. 4/86 DEC. 4/86 MAR. 5/87 
% Difference % Difference % Difference 

COMMUNITY from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto aoe = Srsg 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton - 2.1 - 3.0 - 6.5 
Kingston =a. 0.1 = 352 
London - 2.1 - 2.5 - 4.6 
Ottawa —85.3 - 3.0 - 9.0 
Owen Sound me Tes: daha PN - 5.6 
Peterborough = 2.5 =F 3 = 322 
Windsor - 0.6 - 3.6 - 4.4 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan 6.0 Sag, 1.3 
Dryden 4.2 - 0.8 - 2.9 
Fort Frances = 2.3 = 3 - 9.0 
Geraldton - 0.3 =F3. 1 - 3.4 
Ignace 6.0 2.5 - 1.4 
Kenora = eo - 6.1 - 9.9 
Marathon 1.8 PLAT | Ser 
Rainy River 5.9 0.2 0.0 
Red Lake 8.5 623 350 
Sioux Lookout 8.5 4.0 Zeck 
Thunder Bay - 5.4 - 7.0 = 837 


Blind River = 3 .'O = 3.5 - 7.2 
Chapleau At 1.8 - 3.8 
Cochrane =e oS 23,3 =13.5 
Elliot Lake ="3.9 aia | = 5.9 
Espanola eer - 5.4 - 6.0 
Hearst 0.0 bal) - 1.8 
Iroquois Falls - 4.3 =e) - 8.9 
Kapuskasing 3<0 - 1.0 = 145 
Kirkland Lake =a s3e5 ="6.3 - 6.8 
Manitoulin Island 5.0 0.4 - 2.2 
Moosonee 933 9,9 S23 
New Liskeard - 3.9 - 6.0 - 6.6 
North Bay - 4.6 - 2.5 - 6.5 
Sault Ste. Marie =—"5,5 = 7.3 - 8.9 
Sturgeon Falls ='1.7 - 1.4 - 5.6 
Sudbury - 3.0 - 4.2 - 4.8 
Timmins ED 2 - 6.5 = 622 
Wawa =v. oe a | ot ici | 


ee eee ee 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations 
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TABLE 2a: __3-Store Average* of Easily Comparable Food Items in 37 Ontario Communities, March 5, 1987 


Dollars 
Coffee Canned Tomato Bananas Sirloin Whole 
Butter Milk Eggs Cereal Flour Instant Corn Juice 1 lb. Sugar Steak Chicken 


Community 1h Wes. 4L iadOz 225506. wa oKkO ee 10207 (ROZEMGONOZE Zak Goan beet be 


Dry 





Toronto 2.75 2.99 Lae (Se eleOd 5.49 9.65 -81S 1.89 -65 12625 655 2.09 

S$. Ontario 

Hamilton 2299 5.05 1.34 1.598 4.96S 8.31S 79 1.65 -59S aI9S S595Ss 2e0e 

Kingston 249 ee Of 9S 1.45 fisont 5.87 8.825 SEW/ Shas 229 1.828 5.29 1.82 

London 2.49 2.99 ose ates, who. Ours 83 1.89 69 1.498 4.75 1.62 

Ottawa One oe 2 29S As05S. 161 5.60 6.60 -85 1.80 -62 -89S 4.29 1.65 

Owen Sound 2.498 2.988 1.29 1.80 5.45s 8.80S -59S 1.89 64 1.49S5 o225 © 2510 

Peterborough 2.69 2.99 ek Talo 25641 8.48 sO A soe -65 1.65 Sedil 1.61 

Windsor rape Ty” Ral al 07 lsat e) 105 Dede. 16214 -83S 1.89 -65 1.49 3.79 2.02 

N.W. Ontario 

Atikokan 2.65 Mat (een eel Seto 5 eG GO. 1 tie29 86 1.99 -60 to Heil eee 

Dryden emi 4.33 Nock? 1.438 4.60 8.90 83 1.61 -45 Vol 3529) 91.625 
Fort Frances fs057 14620 1.37 1.59 2.998 7.49 79 1.5958 oo) 1 geek 5.50 eleag 

Geraldton 2.74 3.99 1.64 Vole Boi 9.36 ots Ves2 “49 1.74 4.33 1.69 

Ignace Sales. 4.56 1.40 1556S. °5.06. 8.22 84 1.448 64 Tiel Do Gc29S in Fe 

Kenora 2.58 4.30 ese 1.298 4.70 8.83 lcd as v4 OSS -eiNeOt « 14.21) Melets 

Marathon 2.59 4.47 1.448 1.76 5.29 10.11 -88 1.98 -69S 1.508 5.39 1.69 

Rainy River 2.89 4.65 de SV en lOe res) 6.40 OSC Ot 331 1.80 3.84 1.81 

Red Lake 2.82 4.44 1.54 1.65 5.39 9.23 -84 Ul 47S. 1.75 4.71 1.99 

Sioux Lookout 2.70 4.22 1.49 1.60 5.37." 9.65 ath) ay aby! perry Aer ge, ere 

Thunder Bay 2.89 2.99 1.24 1.59 4.895 9.04 79 1.4258 59 1.99 4.49 1.69 

N.E. Ontario 

Blind River 2.29 2.698 1.095 1.49 5.69 10.615 -69S 99S -45 1.298 2.89 1.49 

Chapleau 2.358 4.48 1.48 Vol Bateye tates 2f€S. 1256S “13 1.448 4.64 1239 

Cochrane 2209) 2509S .1547. 1.646 — 55545 9.85 -82 atl -68 i645 99 no 

Elliot Lake 2229 2209S" 4.098 1.54. 5.71 9.85 -81 1.69 “Oe 1329 65.598 4.356 

Espanola 2p er esO9S 11.098) 1,62: 7 5.76) 10.05 78 1.74 Ole Aeo oe S66 1.598 
Hearst 2.60 3.99 1.98 1.61 5.68 9.48 -80 1.14S -69 1.34 4.64 1.94 

Iroquois Falls 2.40 3.19 Ween 1.248 5.54 10.20 -84 1.34 -45 eta? Shard 35S 
Kapuskasing ae) — tAn tN! 1.48 Wath BolS ety -86 1.84 athe ats ise aa iie 

Kirkland Lake Bok? — Seki oS Wat? Boas fls0hie -83 1.398 OD eO9SmeGuce 1.495 
Manitoulin Island rath) Cail oye! hath? -Aakks ase -84 1.468 SOA sh sOSt ts 59 kl 59 

Moosonee 2.77 4.89 Hoh aes Boye Walshe 92 1.97 POCO eres Gea oN 167, 

New Liskeard CaCO me OF Smen04 Smal OSE OL OnmEEO 20> -79S 1.89 seWAS  “WecS) — BineyA otk: 

North Bay CeeO ec OOS OPS (OMG c Oe 49S Cine ODS mlco Smee S> 1.9358 
Sault St. Marie CaCO SMC. OF SOF SE cil SMD 4O REO 465 OCS DSS 54 1.29 4.088 1.62 

Sturgeon Falls 2.498 3.19 (1se48 etl Spf We rdey -86 1.64 -67 1.39 4.64 1.82 

Sudbury 2.498 2.695 1.09S 1.81 Joey ele -83 1.89 TDI Sae COMME SCS on COO, 

Timmins 2249 ee cO9Sle0D NO4S me O DEY oO .83 le59S afi, ork?) BSE 65 

vawa okey  — abete! TOSS 67am O70 Om. se WARS sey/ hares Saab Teac 


a 


' NOTE: 


Specials are included in all locations 
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Between December 1986 and March 1987, the total price of the 72 items 
monitored declined in 14 of the 37 communities monitored. Decreases 
ranged between 0.3 per cent in Manitoulin Island to 3.9 per cent in 
Ottawa. Increases ranged from 0.2 per cent in Dryden to 2.9 per cent in 
Timmins. 


Many communities registered price declines in categories such as 
beverages, fresh fruit and vegetables, beef, pork and poultry, which 
helped to moderate total price increases in these communities. 


In many cases price declines in the beverages category reflected lower 
coffee prices due to either specials or lower regular prices. Lower 
retail beef prices reflected the decrease in prices paid to cattle 
producers in recent months. 


Pork prices at retail also showed a delayed response to lower hog producer 
prices over the past three months. 


Declines in poultry prices reflect promotional activities in many 
communities. 


Quarterly price increases were often influenced by higher prices in the 
groceries categories, mainly reflecting lagged increases in dried bean 
prices and sometimes, the lifting of December specials. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in Table 3. 


Percentage changes for the period December 1986 to March 1987 are 
available for all centres in Table 3a. 
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Table 3: 
Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for All Centres 


JUNE 5/86 to SEPT. 4/86 to DEC. 4/86 to 

SEPT. 4/86 DEC. 4/86 MARCH 5/87 
COMMUNITY % Difference % Difference % Difference 
Toronto iss} Past | 2.4 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton 2 1.8 ele, 
Kingston 2c. Sa - 0.9 
London 0.2 2.9 0-3 
Ottawa 4.1 See - 3.9 
Owen Sound =—3055 2.9 2.0 
Peterborough te) Pi 8) 136 
Windsor Shafs: - 0.3 eG 
Northwestern Ontalo 
Atikokan 2.8 0.5 0.0 
Dryden 3e7 = 2 el 0.2 
Fort Frances 5.5 ae ‘lala 
Geraldton 2.8 0.0 PRA 
Ignace Pepe) - 0.7 a AL als) 
Kenora 5.0 - 0.7 - 1.6 
Marathon 3.8 37, 2.8 
Rainy River B4 - 2.8 Qe 
Red Lake 2.8 Os7 - 0.7 
Sioux Lookout ez - 1.5 0.6 
Thunder Bay 4.0 a0 0.6 
Northeastern Ontario 
Blind River 5.9 2.9 - 2.2 
Chapleau — 2.7 3.4 pic eye t 
Cochrane - 0.2 Ze 2.4 
Elliot Lake 255 1 ZO 
Espanola —I3.2 0.4 Ss 
Hearst 2.6 Seal, - 0.4 
Iroquois Falls Bsa 35 - 3.2 
Kapuskasing 2o7 ae ey 2.0 
Kirkland Lake LAP - 0.4 ats) 
Manitoulin Island 2.2 - 1.7 - 0.3 
Moosonee 0.8 2.9 es 
New Liskeard - 0.4 0.6 <8 
North Bay et halt 5.0 - 1.7 
Sault Ste. Marie 220 0.9 Or7 
Sturgeon Falls PST | 3.0 - 1.8 
Sudbury 2.0 A ls) 1.8 
Timmins 13 eee 2.9 
Wawa Of3 OFO - 1.1 


a a a a 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations 
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a: Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres Dec. 1986 to Mar. 1987 (Percentage Change 


Canned 
Dairy Cereals Fruits Fresh Dry Oils Jams Other 
& & Bever- Veg.& Fruit Groc- & & Groc- 

—________4 Change Fags Bread ages Juices & Veg. eries Fats Syrups eries Beef Lamb Pork Poultry Meat 
onto 2.4 seam 5) Nao moe 5) O08) B60) OLA = tao = 52s O25: aera | 2.47 2029 
Ontario 

ilton “i.e 120 AO tO alse ween 0565, 43.20.41 620 e555). 0200, aLOn7 "1.9 “1.6 
gston “0-9 Sele Om O25 Gat Ovo Oc45 10°68 55) Geo esos 26 Aegean" seus 26.9 
Jon 0:35 Se ee a) NEU esa eg Bal e’ gS etlee ex 45 | Dale U.S Ie Iocan acs me OG 2306 
awa “509. [J Omeet 02 1050/0 5.6 0.-0,86 79765 be 0.0 » 8.0.0 028/07. Smet Se 4 Se EEOe lt 5.5 
1 Sound 2.0 WOee2ee 0° 1.0 12.5 IeOnse.e te wnt O Se Gece VS cmlie Ome deeb 2625m0 5.8 
2rborough 1.6 a Dele 9 <eeel020.. 5.4 16.6" 18.6: | 1.26 -9.9e Sag ote {eis Gib Becks 
Jsor 1.6 CRC Rea Wen On 00 Os? 1-9588 1146501) 1024 1-0.49°9 1,9 0r6e0 S260) 71176 ae G2. 2 a0 
, Ontario 

cokan 0.0 eOMEUe a. POs te “0.0 ree 1 Wem 165% 1,5 426 tme sl O20 7-35.02 =2007) *425 
jen 0.2 URGE SAS Uy | 5.5 =12.8 94.9 =-054 TOR ile Cue el 0.1 9269 0.9 
> Frances Ue) “15% <9.2 -0.4 405-010 6936.0 4.4 Yat cise tes SO n Ove 16.6. tent 
iLdton Datl Orbe 95.7) 6.7 +1 CSOT I0K6 «811.9 723° -2.6° 650 11.4" 021 Ce a Hg 
ce =1.5 Leslee Us mir es4s oe. 0101.9) lot 13h O28. 255-%57.8) 94.35) 582452135270 1.6 
ra = 456 Shee newh = (60% "026. §5.4-09 651) = 7.6: $4280 015.57) BO. =1040- 1655 se OS 
ithon 2.8 poOeteti ase 25 il Soe 6er 529 = 35.5. 0.8 6.7 0:0 <-5.5-24.3 =3.4 
y River 2a TES ARO a Nokon S Onto 5 a BAG 4015 Bae 525 1.5)" 0500" S25.99-O75 esc 
Lake =O 1: aeOulees.o 10s 2 1. Ser ecu Gare 62.0 2054 12.1 6.2 3.) -15.8 > -370 6-624 
IX Lookout 0.6 =iSieat Cole 70.70) OL 2792 26 4.1 8.5 14 -5.1 050i" = 7.6) 18. tie toe9 
der Bay 0.6 14:7. 5.0.4 O54) 15.4%, Vie 5 .6u 2.48 *2.8 4.0° <7.7 8-6e5 -12,18- 16-8810. 2 
_ Ontario 

id River oy day Src 0G. Ee. cn 0. 21S .Oetler © erOe9 20.0.2 15.4 457 0,0 21559 25.4) <6 75 
yleau =3.1 cMeGperOso! “lie mnt sO 8 15.670 ees O . 42.9 INS. 5 16 son 6.6 Or oa loser cOreu Lies 
rane 2.4 JcGo nos OF 4.99021 leon  ec0, “O.O0) Bie oe 15s0l.-o6O 1 FOOL ot OL =O +O mmm 
ot Lake 2.0 O:o mate cmmO,c8 @ 0.0. “2560805. 5em Oc, 6 Gree Oso T2009 remese Om Adon Coe 
inola 1.6 gM re eg 2a EA ay PY ry Ihe 8.1 Gi8 Mee. Ome 0.505. 9) eb.) 4G Neots ae See 
‘st -0.4 4.1 Siler oe 0.0. Er lsoye Os 3.0 @Ss2 ) 427, =075 9=15.00- 1774 557025728 
juois Falls -3.2 <OCfeecOpoe" losS tito sO ue OcO Toso we A920) oe a EO Sees eet Deu Nie’, aA eee 
iskasing 220 e017 -O207 114.5) 955 ae Cin ON Ie ara Wea 2 Pfr) 100 =33.247 0.35 s35er 7-0.) 
‘Land Lake Leg Seen UsGe 25.1 1355971 -830 534 9 23-6.5556.0 11525) 16.4 el 2o5m @6s6. siete ee cee 
toulin Island -0.3 YsQ Sat or4eb) ol 2i9 0 1Gs9 W955. 259° “475° =4.8%)" 050 2-25.10, tad es 12.0 
enee 15 Seiln0.0.) -O, eu 070 i Omen On! 2.6 4.4 WO eS. Ose) ot mae G mts eden ee 5 
Liskeard toe 2560 4.146) Sed S10) 16.6 2,9. 13506 920.0 154. 426,220.14, 3519 14.6) «3,7, 
h Bay Are S51, Vato Dc OnetG ete tO, Bue 45e5 IGreni eae" «Onl en 225° 5G S545 e550 
t St. Marie UIC g 20782 O217-5.5. 5 6.9. 70.1. 10.2 125)e 2560 BO.60 220 ces O =o. OP loro eat.o 
geon Falls “1,5 ielepete LSU Os ae HS Srarg ect de Eo Pe EK eee “es | Dts 28) Ofeio(t) OYAEES of|Mat Rath Ofna 
jury 1.8 OLS en. (i 49a 9 Ce oat mee Boe O le Oona. Sel oul Vo) ost Wt 
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: Specials are included for all locations. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitoring in Toronto and 36 
Ontario communities. Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario commumities were 
monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 
which were not included in previous monitoring. This report is prepared 
quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by contacting Research 
Section of the Ontario Ministry of Consumer and Commercial Relations, 9th Floor, 
555 Yonge Street, Toronto, Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 30 food companies, 
was compiled as the basis for food price monitoring at the retail level 
throughout the province. The food groupings include many staples and closely 
related to the normal purchase selections of consumers in the supermarket. 
During the monitoring, both the regular and special prices of the 72 items were 
recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection of supermarkets that 
collectively represent over 70 percent of the estimated market in the eleven 
major centres in Ontario. These market centres include Toronto, Hamilton, 
Kingston, London, Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, 
Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the province's population. A 
monitored supermarket sample of three major chains was undertaken in each of the 
11 centres. In addition, price monitoring in 26 northeastern and northwestern 
Ontario commimities facilitated province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the 
resulting price trends in Ontario are broadly based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres (the 11 major markets 
and 26 other communities) on the same day quarterly. The average prices for each 
centre were calculated from the prices monitored in three stores where possible. 
In some small communities only two stores could be monitored. Since consumers 
had the opportunity to take advantage of special prices, specials were included 
in the monitoring. Any specials included in historical comparisons of food 
prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability are often encountered in some of the more 
remote and smaller communities, appropriate adjustments had to be made for size 
or brand substitutions, using a price-per-unit comparison and prices for 
comparable brands of the same size. Staples and items sold in large volume were 
selected for monitoring. 
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The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so that prices could be 
compared without revealing individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs; 

Cereals and Bread; 

Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices) ; 
Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

Dry Groceries; 

Oils and Fats; 

Jams and Syrups; 

Other Groceries; and 

Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual items on an 
historical and geographical basis. Other calculations included a comparison of 
prices between Toronto and other centres as well as percentage changes in prices 
from previous month for all centres. 
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“TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


Toronto food prices as measured by the 72 regularly monitored food items 
showed a decline of 0.4 percent over the quarter March to Jume, 1987. 
Prices increased by 6.6 percent from a year earlier. 


Quarterly declines were noted in categories such as beverages (15.2 
percent); dry groceries (3.2 percent); jams and syrups (1.8 percent); 
pork (2.9 percent) and poultry (11.4 percent). 


The decline in the beverages category reflected reductions in the regular 
price of some items of coffee and specials on other items of coffee as 
well as tea. 


Retail coffee prices appear to be responding to the decline in world 
coffee bean prices, triggered by an abundance of coffee beans on the world 
market as Brazil's crop recovers from the effects of the 1985-86 drought. 
Retail coffee prices increased significantly last year due to crop 
reductions. 


The dry groceries category reflected reductions in the price of dried 
beans which had increased significantly over the past year due to wet 
weather affecting supply. 


Declines in the other three categories were mainly due to the effects of 
specials featured on items in each category during the June monitoring. 


All other categories registered price increases mainly due to the lifting 
of March specials and slight increases on som items, which offset the 
effects of June specials on other items. 


The largest increase was in the fresh fruit and vegetables category (24.4 
percent) which reflected seasonally higher prices due to depletion of 
storage stocks and higher prices for imports. 

Significant annual increases noted in categories such as fresh fruit and 
vegetables, groceries and pork were largely due to the combined effect of 
the lifting of June 1986 specials and higher regular prices. 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 
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CATEGORY 


Dairy and Eggs 

Cereals and Bread 

Beverage 

Canned Fruits & Vegetables 
Canned Fruit 
Canned Vegetable 
Canned Juices 

Fresh Fruit & Vegetable 

Dry Groceries 


Oils and Fat 
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FOOD PRICE HIGHLIGHTS 


Coffee 


The June 1987 food price monitoring noted declines in coffee prices in 
many Ontario communities surveyed. These retail price declines are 
attributed to the significant decline in world coffee prices to near 1985 
predrought levels, and expectations of a dramatic improvement in Brazil's 
1987-88 crop. / 


Retail coffee prices had escalated in 1986 due to higher world coffee bean 
prices, triggered by the 1985 drought in Brazil. 


Retail coffee prices are expected to continue to show slight decreases in 
the coming months. 


Fresh Fruit and Vegetables 


This food group showed seasonal price increases due to depletion of 
storage vegetable stocks from 1986 harvest and higher prices for imports. 
The U.S. Spring 1987 potato crop which was smaller than in 1986 is 
affecting the price of potato imports. Potato prices are expected to 
reflect this trend until the 1987 crops becom available. It is expected 
that the abundance of this crop will put downward pressure on potato 
prices. 


Salad vegetable prices increased as supplies shifted from winter to spring 
production areas. Prices are expected to decline as supplies increase 
from imports and domestic production. 


Beef 


Increases recorded in retail beef prices were attributed to increases in 
cattle prices paid to producers in May. The major factor exerting upward 
pressure on cattle prices has been reduced production in Canada and the 
U.S. due to herd rebuilding. This scenario is expected to last into the 
third quarter. However, increased supplies of competing meats might help 
to offset or moderate the effects of low meat supply. 


Increased demand for some meat cuts during the barbecue season has also 
helped to exert upward pressure on beef prices. 


Retail beef prices will likely contimue to show slight increases. 
Pork 


Increases in the prices of fresh pork and cured meat reflect increases in 
the price paid to hog producers and lower U.S. production. Pork production 
in both Canada and the U.S. is expected to increase in the third quarter 
of 1987 and will likely put downward pressure on both producer and retail 
prices. 
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PRICE COMPARISON BEIWEEN TORONTO AND 
36 OTHER COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in June 1987 was lower than 
Toronto in six of the other seven Southern Ontario commmities surveyed. 
The price spread between Toronto and all other seven Southern Ontario 
communities narrowed, reflecting an improvement in Toronto prices compared 
to these other communities. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Total price was lower in four of the eleven Northwestern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The price spread narrowed in seven communities and 
widened in four others often reflecting price improvements in Tororto in 
relation to these communities. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total price was lower in 15 of the 18 Northeastern Ontario communities 
monitored. The differential narrowed in 14 commmities and widened in 
four others. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all other 
communities monitored can be found in Table 2. Table 2a shows the average 
price of easily comparable items in 37 Ontario commmities as of June 4, 
1987. 
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Table 2: 


Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 
Commnities in Ontario 


DEC. 4/86 MAR. 5/87 JUNE 4/87 
COMMUNITY % Difference % Difference % Difference 

from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto ~ Ss 2 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton -3.0 -6.5 -4.4 
Kingston O-1 -3.2 Oy 
London 2.5 “2 6 ~2.3 
Ottawa -3.0 -9.0 -7.7 
Owen Sound = or. -5.6 Aes 
Peterborough 21S -3.2 -1.9 
Windsor -3.6 -4.4 = 4 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan Sts 5 254 
Dryden -0.8 -2.9 0.0 
Fort Frances -7.3 -9.0 =325 
Geraldton -3.1 —3.4 -3.2 
Ignace 20 -1.4 1.2 
Kenora -6.1 -9.9 -6.6 
Marathon PAE | 3 615 
Rainy River 0.2 0.0 i. 2 
Red Lake 6.3 Sau 2.6 
Sioux Lookout 4.0 Zou: aya 
Thunder Bay -7.0 -8.7 -5.1 
Northeastern Ontario 
Blind River -3.5 =—J.2 -2.1 
Chapleau 1.8 =3.8 2-0 
Cochrane -3.3 -3.3 -1.3 
Elliot Lake -5.4 -5.9 522 
Espanola -5.4 6.0 — OS 2 
Hearst 1.0 -1.8 -2.1 
Iroquois Falls -3.7 -8.9 -9.0 
Kapuskasing -1.0 -1.5 -1.9 
Kirkland Lake -6.3 -6.8 -5.4 
Manitoulin Island 0.4 -2.2 173 
Moosonee Ot BS. 5.4 
New Liskeard -6.0 -6.6 -4.4 
North Bay -2.5 -6.5 -4.0 
Sault Ste. Marie -7.3 -8.9 -5.6 
Sturgeon Falls -1.4 -5.6 -5.2 
Sudbury -4.2 -4.8 -4.6 
Timmins -6.5 —6.2 -7.9 
Wawa -3.7 st feet -4.4 


ee pe ee ee 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations 
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ABLE 2a: 3-Store Average* of Easil e_ Food Items in 37 Ontario Communities 





Dollars 
. Dry Coffee Canned Tomato Bananas Sirloin Whole 
Butter Milk Eggs Cereal Flour Instant Corn Juice 1b. Sugar Steak Chicken 











(bok. 4L IeGG? toh 0 GC se 5 ko 40) oF. (OZ MEEGCROZS CEKOn 





js ee es So 


















09 
. Ontario 
‘amilton cour eae cse ee i0rs 72,0644 5.69) °BiA1| S756 840528" heseeni x5suesygors 4 4c 
Jingston aR IT SPELL DIINO ASS i Cee ey -89 1.89 pOF OS ee oig 4 ns 
‘ondon Cece Me Ne oGs et Bi) 5 25) Boek Oo ule eons Teeerestsew 19 l7ce 
ttawa Cc deSuee. be OSA ao T2.. 6.57 -60S UO 1e7S S99. MeRSS TELLS. 642 
wen Sound Ciao weal ga) -B0 5.74 7.1/8 . 795 4.595" 6h YT LO tateoe 126% 
leterborough CMe e120 e178 5.28. B14 slp S gileeesi. .69. T.e9s (Stes, 1240 
‘indsor Ceicmeeesto” \.d0.8 Wer9 5.32 - 8.1% «68° 1.455" <61 1.69 $562) 2200 
tikokan Pal Useie sas a1 695, 1.65, £62 8.36 W702 05 Sh wae ek a 
ryden C250 NOS 1S45 11,55 4160 BAS 84 1.79 S51St tech Pons) amt 03 
ort Frances Cereb Sou SS 4.59. £40. 7.42 “87. 1.92 382. 02,35. '35875 e768 
eraldton 2.79 3.99 4.64 1.52 5.02 ° 8.72 (15) 1637 69 1.76 6.49: “4286 
gnace enO7S ash 50 01.355 1.63 5.15 ..B.30° .86 4.8% ST eet Oae Ups s mn 
enora Suh9 996.30, 01.25. 9.208..46.86 7.14 59S 1.50 SS. 1 S0) oe oe eS 
arathon 2509 4.51. 3252 1.79 §:56 10:36 89 1.94 «79 1250S, 5:71 — 4282 
ainy River 2.89 6.64 1.69 1.67 5.14 8.41 -83 2.05 oor © 1.52% eS. 08 mines 
ed Lake 2.82 4.446 1.49 1.64 5.00 8.11 85 1.89 2678S, Abe. Soro ess 
joux Lookout 20 4.45 1.49 qeOr 5.35 8.90 79 Wa ths 74 USES Din kt4 1.65S 
hunder Bay 2.445 2.99 1.048 1.59 5.09 8.24 81 1.89 S69) AL760 VG369S- 471355 
-E. Ontario 
lind River 2.29 2.695 1.35 1.49 5.69 10.61 89 1.79 349°.) 1529. (25.897 841269 
hapleau 2.65 4.79 1.195 1.81 5.88 8.86 2685 1.248. .78 >. 1-74 S370 4449s 
ochrane 2:29 °3.62 “1547 4:72 5:49 9.68 EQ? tere 59 1.298 3.546 1.44 
Lliot Lake 2.29 2.698 1.09 1.49 5.59 9.038 .76 1.7% ~S6 1.16) 74249. 134 
spanola 2.44 2.69 1.09 1.67 5.86 9.34 86 1.76 -59") 4.205 6.8315 ates 
earst 2.60 3.99 1.298 1.56 5.70 9.49 -80 -99S.* 75° ASG 04284) 1ad 89 
roquois Falls Pees 2.698, 1.42) ° 4.55. (5.77 99.308 .84 1,368  .49: "9. 29°% 3239: 31.49 
apuskasing cho hitb 1 chho BS S29) 1 8.45 -89 1.89 79 29 @ Se7o, Goat 
irkland Lake 2:09S'.3,387 1.34 1.378) 5.99), 8.13 -88 41.355 .65 4.29 4289 1252 
anitoulin Island 2.70 6.19 1,53. 4,87 6:04 10.02 90 1.398 64 1.698 4.99 1.245 
Dos onee 2.86 4.99 1.795 1.78 5.46 10.47 93) 177 90 1.99 6.69 1.82 
ew Liskeard eee, 2,69 be ti.e9) 1267S 5067. 68.425 92.87 1.89 59S 1.29 6.89 1.148 
orth Bay 2.52 2.695 1,09 1281 \5.82. 6.61 $89 4L69S: =.69 91229 7 here 4158S 
sult St. Marie 2.29 2369S. 4,09" 1.73) ~5277 8.60 69S 1.758 .628 1.29 4.458 1.25 
turgeon Falls 2.49 CeOoSmeees Hats 5.93 leo WES 84 1.64 -69 ha A 4.78 ies THE 
idbury 2:49. ° 2.698. 1.15" 1.85) “Ss66> 7248S: 825. 4.698" 269 “4.098! “4.47 92-05 
immins Bree © 92°K0S “45090! cbt SS 2738273 748 1.49 556. PNAS Kh e25eh 4.255 
awa 2229) 93-08 a1. 148 c1n67) bees 96,66 .87 C005 bit NT Oo” eG Ao aie 





NOTE: Specials are included in all locations 
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Between March and June 1987, the total price of the 72 items monitored 
Geclined in 10 of the 37 communities monitored. Decreases ranged from 0.1 
percent in Sturgeon Falls to 3.2 percent in Moosonee. Prices increased in 
27 other comminities ranging from 0.3 percent in Elliot lake to 5.5 
percent in Fort Francis and Chapleau. 


The largest price increases were for fresh fruits and vegetables, beef, 
lamb and pork. As in the case of Toronto, fresh fruit and vegetable 
prices reflected seasonal influences. Notable increases in lamb prices in 
communities such as Hamilton, London, Kenora, Espanola, Kapuskasing and 
Sault Ste. Marie were mainly due to the lifting of March specials. 


Prices for beef, fresh pork and cured meat reflected higher prices paid to 
cattle and hog farmers in May. Some other communities featured specials 
which helped to moderate prices in these categories. Price declines in 
the beverages category continued to reflect lower coffee prices. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in Table 3. 


Table 3a gives the price movement of 72 items by category for all centres 
for the period March to June 1987. 
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Table 3: 
Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for Al] Centres 


te eS Sooo 26. 
SEPT. 4/86 to DEC. 4/86 to MAR. 5/87 to 


DEC. 4/86 MARCH 5/87 JUNE 4/87 
COMMUNITY _ % Difference % Difference % Difference 
eee 
Toronto PLT f 2.4 hie 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton 1.8 =—7 > 1.8 
Kingston Sar) =0°9 3.6 
London Zoo Os3 329 
Ottawa Dag oo at) 
Owen Sound Fhrg) 2.0 0.8 
Peterborough 2.9 1.6 0.8 
Windsor oye 1.6 0.5 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan 0.5 0.0 0.6 
Dryden Soe 0.2 225 
Fort Frances 2 Ono 52 
Geraldton DEO Zo =O 2 
Ignace =OCeL es) Zac 
Kenora =-0.7 =1.6 Sipe! 
Marathon Jey. 2.8 1.9 
Rainy River -2.8 Pe yl 0.8 
Red Lake Oe 7, aa 88 =056 
Sioux Lookout =) 5 0.6 350 
Thunder Bay 1.0 0.6 3.4 
Northeastern Ontario 
Blind River Zoo 2.2 4.9 
Chapleau 3.4 = eal 55 
Cochrane ite: 2.4 D6 
Elliot Lake Lea 2.0 O27 
Espanola 0.4 1.8 367 
Hearst Sed -0.4 -0.8 
Iroquois Falls 3.5 =—3 2 -0.5 
Kapuskasing =] 2 260 -0.9 
Kirkland Lake -0.4 1.9 ihe 
Manitoulin Island cot Bf =O. a ia 
Moosonee Ze 13 i Jee 
New Liskeard 0.6 1.8 a8 
North Bay 5.0 -1.7 28 
Sault Ste. Marie 0.9 0.7 bg) 
Sturgeon Falls 3.0 las! -0.1 
Sudbury Theis 1h)! -0.2 
Timmins Leys Pa) 2.2 
Wawa O55 =r Fans 


O 
Mh 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry 
Consumer and Commercial Relations 
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Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, Mar. 1987 to June 1987 (Percentage Change) 
Canned 
Dairy Cereals Fruits Fresh Dry Oils Jams Other 
& é& Bever- Veg.& Fruit Groc- & & Groc- 


% Change Eoaqs Bread ages Juices 





& Veg. eries Fats Syrups eries Beef Lamb 





Pork Poultry Mea* 


to 0.4 BEB TeS 4, cASV ee P26) 264) eSze AiO) 1,80 04; Oidr 555) 0-239 = 114-3223 
tario 
ton 1.8 SBeRe ESS Gelintl) Set eehios: Sir -Sse- =5260 108. NinwarGacae wesw rs so] 15. 
ton 376 GeSrtS 5 OL be! 405. 26.9 e553. 84h ceed 25.6), eer  hleer) eee neon woe 
n 1.9 PUSS e Ooo a ser (Se ieclab. S25) 5255 054) 26,8 259s wie. “46 Bee 
a 1.0 Pre Ak 2.7 266 i7c6.0 1Sc5)) Ose. (bee, Olt e.9e gS 7 One cee) P58 
Sound 0.8 Bono eee 0. 5 Fo O21. 99 20.2. 26.8. NST 3530 Sed 10 s9) Newse ianoe 16 eee 
borough 0.8 pASR eet. (-0.9 7-526) else 07.6 beset e082) 222° S28) Ors ere Ge 15.5) 85-5 
or 0.5 SATOMI CG. 6056. teen eis tno.) Selo  FeSne sO, eON Seer a cose Re erie 
Onterio 
kan 0.6 Ae Bid < 229-1259: (7 Terese «6.1 4,5 152 996.5) 0208 20 ee OG Sees 
n 2.5 CeO ees 022) S23 Sicse 259° §0.9 “056> 4.8 —-007 “14.6 8.9) Os eo 
Frances 525 WaT Rest) Go | OF2 Pat Sok 0lG.) 1.1 kB) 1S) to ees 650 ei a7 pe 
dton -0.2 Soo) 16.9. <8: 7eeeieS) G5. cee SuraeeS S52) 7.7 9426 (0.0) 5.45") 1-0 880.8 
e 2.2 Deo a4 Se 019 9 feo) 018 «6B 252) (0566 2-0 IB 52 Sih 8 I tS od 
8 3.1 23°90 0.0 -12.7 =S.Seee-omelOsmay 1.1 4.1 -4.7 19.5 14.65 7.4" (O25 ite? 
hon 1.9 BUC 0s 0 0 3-7) 050 22050 te1eS © 6655, 25.20) 25% 700 (0.08 ic krone 
River 0.8 MiG sch 1601 S20 -0nt dae) 70. 140° 1678" 670 Ol0 P5785 oe ie 
ake -0.8 SUC eSB SKB) 2 9717.0) 309 1.6 Ieee fae 5.5) ace) UIeN espe cn 
- Lookout 3.0 MES O19) 26.9. 6030 2500 466) ck 15) 3.4" = 9-67 <6 72 16. wc O eee 
ler Bay 3.4 Blo Pate) 215 Gee) S630 5.22) 6.6 146, AGB TRE? (619 eS eo Oe 
Ontario 
i River 4.9 GEREN SCO AOLD. B07) c2bute 109 Sa) eo) tie 20.50 00-01 eco omereG 8.8 
eau 5.5 SESW iee RN OLe) 95.2) 98:35 651 aes le eco. S5-8 1955) 0 .Ca lec 7, -4.3 11.9 
rane 1.6 Oat oma aed. 4) O02 ed) 20 6am te O20 wet Om 11s 00m e.8 yee Pere 
ot Lake 0.3 Pene eas a POL Oe? Sate G13 100" owe IO, We Bele e 0 Bk Yop ey ba 
nola 3.7 Dam DONOR Ine 326585060" 203) 0.1 eset: 2.7 oe. 0) eae eee “23.4 3.6 
st -0.8 Perl Be 1369) ca 7121ni02 4 169") Vee = Vo5m Pon) ueees $1.6 -28.5 -4.4 
uois Falls -0.5 hues .gu-0.9 SNS etre 17-9 40,0 9 +0.4° 4-855) 1-559 Or0) 8.6 5.0 W.6 
skasing -0.9 Pee ane." 62 S20 Sie Sere lecse Coe ome sues 4927 252° Ine, 7e0 
land Lake 14 Se Se 4 Sst) PO Sa 2eese rakes tBu ts (Ores iA es) S36L6 we etn Ose) Teno 
toulin Island 3.4 OD APMN EL 2ee Ig 3 kono iss Oar Oe. v2.0 eae O10 V2978 Oe 9S 
enee -3.1 Pe 2 9 1200) 1 ONO Be Set) Coen Oho ee owe OTs HCelucce Laney 
Liskeard 1.8 Pag PTS et Joe ees aioe 1-1 ath ee Ree J OG bes) ioe ees 
h Bay 25 aon ee P2B 9126225592 6.3) B58 HS.3- Fe64 SRa7> WO SP or ewe | Seem se 
t St. Marie x Re LV Be eR tS er Pe el eed ees ead a ~023 20.30 e boo lee US 
geon Falls -0.1 4.0 12.285 16:8. 0.8 (23.4 -0.2) 7.9 (0.2 74.057 5.8 Ve fee I ie ee oP 
ury -0.2 eid L08 H9G18 Sidi 26. 124, | 0L8 ieee ee aha a, Reta meer ant eaear da Rm ae 
Mins e2ue Ri ROTA) Tle ee 2a Nieds weal, Oe 8l 3. t ete 2008 22570) ~Gc0 cee. c.  - Gad 
re 0.8 1.2 -10.7 3.0 24.6 -16.8 8.2 2.4 2/5) MSUERAT.S re0 et eso Ade) 
a 


Specials are included for all locations. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitoring in Toronto and 36 
Ontario communities. Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario commmities were 
monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston were added to cover regions 
which were not included in previous monitoring. This report is prepared 
quarterly. | 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by contacting Research 
Section of the Ontario Ministry of Consumer and Commercial Relations, 9th Floor, 
555 Yonge Street, Toronto, Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 30 food companies, 
was compiled as the basis for food price monitoring at the retail level 
throughout the province. The food groupings include many staples and closely 
related to the normal purchase selections of consumers in the supermarket. 
During the monitoring, both the regular and special prices of the 72 items were 
recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection of supermarkets that 
collectively represent over 70 percent of the estimated market in the eleven 
major centres in Ontario. These market centres incluwe Toronto, Hamilton, 
Kingston, London, Ottawa, Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, 
Thunder Bay, and Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the province's population. A 
monitored supermarket sample of three major chains was undertaken in each of the 
11 centres. In addition, price monitoring in 26 northeastern and northwestern 
Ontario commmities facilitated province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the 
resulting price trends in Ontario are broadly based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres (the 11 major markets 
and 26 other commmities) on the same day quarterly. The average prices for each 
centre were calculated from the prices monitored in three stores where possible. 
In some small comminities only two stores could be monitored. Since consumers 
had the opportumity to take advantage of special prices, specials were included 
in the monitoring. Any specials included in historical comparisons of food 
prices are indicated. ’ 


Since problems of product availability are often encountered in some of the more 
remote and smaller communities, appropriate adjustments had to be made for size 
or brand substitutions, using a price-per-unit comparison and prices for 
comparable brands of the same size. Staples and items sold in large volume were 
selected for monitoring. 
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The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so that prices could be 
campared without revealing individual brand names. The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs; 
Cereals and Bread; 
Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices) ; 
Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 
Dry Groceries; 
Oils and Fats; 
. Jams and Syrups; 
. Other Groceries; amd 
. Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual items on an 
historical and geographical basis. Other calculations included a comparison of 
prices between Toronto and other centres as well as percentage changes in prices 
from previous month for all centres. 


bb amma 





fe re nimi (scbvite ct bidia tastes’ 
ol tepeo s Lebo lon fe “mxtIo 
I) Bgee& spaineowsg ss [lav es 


Dim, 
ani 





intario 


Report #53 


Food Price 
Monitoring Program 


September 1987 





FOOD PRICE MONITORING PROGRAM 


REPORT #53 





SEPTEMBER, 1987 


PREPARED BY: 


Pio Uncy) co Pla ninalnigue Bimainceun 
Ontario Ministry of Consumer and 
Commercial Relations 


September, 1987 





2 a . 


- w 
7 














- _ 
7 









‘ 7 - 
_ : { ; 7 .. 
_ Pa ted cert 
#00088 2etBOTENOM sare oor =e a 
J 7 rT aoe _ = - 
_ = 


2 fYaoqe - - 


THO? . eRGNETSE2 


79? T2Seasge4 . 


‘nees8 @2tlenreait 2 esi ies 
tre rsmenes Fo qebalalh® cirasnh 
S4O17GIe* beloareanq3 


Tee: ,*egmernan 





TABLE OF CONTENTS 


TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


oy Oe a) (6 (6s. 8 ee erie, ©) Ss lence a) ©} .6) 6 ice! +e) se: (eet 


PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 


SOMO NiPARecOmm COlMIMIUAN DeT@INE:S) me cnisuetere) ost em cnanet oho) suet emails 


ONISA RESO me COM MUINTIGTEIR ERM retary ciere cucn otis: fGretei cis vole eis leslie: 


AP PIE NDOT C EySi: 


SIC OPE MOLL MOM tO mum Oma  iMe tMmodio Og y |e ce stm 





ote PB ® 


OG 7 : 
He 
, 7 } . 


Coes OTKOROT 4S ay¥1I¢6 WoRIRATHSD Dae 


Yaa > ee 


a fs | 
ae 


een iF eo O8R184 dag ofag oF ’ 


smoee FUIFLWUMNGS CIPATWS af 
- 


fd ; a - 
- RISTIWOMNED TIWATHO 


a 


_. 


2557005994 


Honse@ LT priaeri Hd va 7639 











7 
- 


" 


> 





INDEX TO TABLES 


Table 


ase 


3a. 


PricegMovements of sS2eeFood Items by 
Category in Toronto: 


June S, WIRE co June 4, Were 
September 4, 1986 to September 3, 1987 
June 4, 1987 to September 3, 1987 


Glom|Piciel:SiOl hm OtaunllO Giallan b> fikC e\Sumit Ol macu Fr O101d 
Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 
Communities in Ontario: 


Mancina SiSiA UM CrmILg Sif -aMiGuSe pitimel Gu, 


Amos VOImemmAVe Lager ph CemOte casitily 
Comparable Items in 37 Ontario 
Communities as of September 3, 1987 


Percentage Change in Prices from Previous 
Quarters for Al Centres. 


DiacembenmGamiocon ton Mame. 198.7, 
Meir Gly ed,» wesy eo Uline &.. WeKery 
Aine A, UC wee SiSeies Sy, al Stents 


Percentage Change in Prices by Category for 
All Centres: 


JUNG Wr wee SEejeyiso Ws 


Page 












re? 2o09é ©G6% $F ba wens em 4h 
seengsal nt qrvéeet 


TAV( (4 aeuh 3h §66t‘;2 an 
so) .f vepeelqed nt S801 . pb Veter rqsa 
(ao? (0 +ednetawd o cnet a ol 


_ 


+ 20 swt c0n0e® betes. 60 onl smaned ood. 


7 ce btdéA otnerat aseareg sos) os 
taltete® wl aepsininage 7 
Pe 4 > 
TRI? . 40d o94 180), ,oraebo, 5 S9fodsish el... 


. == 
heat *o @2°459 Pedisvea wrere=£ 40g” 
olee?e0 To wm? seal) eldaeseneed -_ 

2 te ce ep! Vinuvaned 


iver weed ef clam wbeegnen®? @ertasarse® 7 
sdo7sa2D §14 teh ec 8tt0U8 lA 

svi .€ Aavew ot 680f 4% s8teeTss _ 

Teer ,4 soul e? THeP’’ € Asre8 a 


véte .€ .tqe8 of TOPt , 4 wee 5 
we _ 
peisd vi ees{74 al spradd egesassie® <6E 
see 9reS bia _ 


_ 


"S97 ,tigagiew TET ens 





TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


——————— 


Over the quarter June to September, 1987, Toronto food prices as 
measured by 72 regularly monitored food items declined by 1.3 
percent. Prices increased by 3.4 percent from a year earlier 


The largest price decrease over the quarter was fresh fruit and 
vegetables (30.3 percent) and tamb (8.9 percent). Decreases were 
noted in other categories such as dairy and eggs (1.9 percent); 
beverages (1.0 percent); CAiMNee Wl: Cag Sirens) & oi Ustand fats 
Gime Percent) and other groceries ¢€1.6 percent). 


The sitgniticant decrease in the fresh fruit and vegetable category 
reflected lower retail apple prices due to increased supplies from 
the 1987 crop, as well as lower prices for storable vegetables such 
SISMEPOMcale O.eS mca Olt Sanainid moO MillOms:. 


Lower lamb prices were largely due to specials which were featured 
during the September monitoring. 


Cojteenmpricesecontinued to meflect large world supplies. An October 
agreement between coffee producing and consuming countries to 
reintroduce quotas is likely to stabilize coffee prices. 


The largest quarterly price increases occurred in categories such as 
canned vegetables (12.5 percent); Dee ta C4 ou pemcent) Om Ke Goren 
pereentoe and poultry €16.4 percent) 


A return to regular prices from June specials was largely responsible 
for the increase in the canned vegetables category. Upward pressure 
on poultry prices was largely due to the combined effect of low 
domesimicumpnroduct mon, uncrease iin ponk ipirkices ‘and slit tango fe Jiune 
specials. 


Retail pork prices especially cured meat reflected the lagged effect 
of second quarter increases in producer prices. 


Significant annual increases in categories such as groceries and 
poultry were mainly due to the rebound from June 1986 specials 


combined with higher regular prices. 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 
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TANS aLse aumedae Price Movements of 72 Food Items, by Category, in Toronto 
CATEGORY None Olt Nie airae tom Year Quarterly 
Food Comparison Comparison 
ISGGM Sia" ° an Wo. Re tee eed Oe be eed 
June 5/86 Sept.4/86 June 4/87 
-June 4/87 2 Ghee 6 Wt = Slept ey ole 
% change % change % change 
Dicken VewainG. eE.g)9'S 5 SiS 0.4 a4) 
Cereals and Bread 7 GhS Pha) Oke 
Beverage 5 -19.5 2 tA. & Soh a. (8 
Canned Fruits & Vegetables 
Canned Fruit 2 ee -4.4 ute 
Canned Vegetable 4 Si hts} of WWE eS: 
Canned Juices 4 Bale Cray) 7 UE 
Fresh Fruit & Vegetable 10 Glee 4.4 Oh. E 
Dry Groceries i Sse 16.4 0.4 
Onpless andy sFralt 4 Uh, (2 3348 =a lene) 
Jams and Syrup 3 9.4 hia tl OF0 
Other Groceries 6 WSS 5 WVihot 2 Al mde 
Meats 
Beef 6 UB fa\6, 4.8 
Lamb 1 0.0 -8.9 8.9 
Pork 5 ta Sr 6.0 
Poultry 3 -2.9 Vile 16.4 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 36 OTHER COMMUNITIES 


ERR EY ARR OD VIER CUMAUNI TIES 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in September, 1987 was 
lower than Toronto in six of the seven Southern Ontario communities 
surveyed. The price spread between Toronto and four communities 
narrowed, reflecting an improvement in Toronto prices relative to 


Meese  Otuner Commun) t les. The price spread remained stable in one 


community. 


Northwestern Ontario 


Total price was lower in three of the eleven Northwestern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The differential narrowed in five communities 


and widened in six others. 


Northeastern Ontario 


LOtawephicemwas. Lower sn 5) Of the 16 Northeastern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The price spread narrowed in nine communities 
and widened in seven others, often reflecting price improvements in 


those communities in relation to Toronto. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all other 
communities monitored can be found in Table 2. Table 2a shows the 
average price of easily comparable items in 37 Ontario communities as 


of September 4, 1987. 
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Table 2: 


Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 
Communities in Ontario 


MAR. 5/87 JUNE 4/87 Sept. 3/87 

COMMUNITY 4% Difference 4 Difference *% Difference 
from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 

Toronto 2 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton S()55 “46 39) 
Kingston 22) 2 Oe OR 
London “4.6 SA SB) hel 
Ottawa 7OrAO TAS We 
Owen Sound 510 “4.3 (2 e08) 
Peterborough “Sie a1) OR2 
Windsor “4.4 OB) oth 2Be) 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan We ®) 2.4 Vols 
Dryden a7. S Oe Bats 
Fort Frances ot) (0) =5 10 OS 
Geraldton -3.4 33 of ORD 
Ignace Sah th Wer 5.6 
Kenora 2) “Cals Omg) 
Marathon Sl Si) CaS 
Rainy River 0.0 Voz Ol 
Red Lake SO 2.6 4.4 
Sioux Lookout (254 Dats als 
Thunder Bay = (ho Of “Oral 4.9 


Northeastern Ontario 


Blind River Se: 
Chapleau S72 (0 
Cochrane ° No 
Elliot Lake 6.0 
Espanola - 4.4 
Hearst PAU) 
Iroquois Falls 5 1f 


oe 


Kapuskasing 
Kirkland Lake 
Manitoulin Island 
Moosonee 

New Liskeard 
North Bay 

Sault Ste. Marie 
Sturgeon Falls 
Sudbury 

Timmins 


NOL UWU WDWAAAN A —- WOH WwW UVWW NSN 
PHP nwnvnonawnwwuvw do won ww Oo WV 
FN FP UUW FF FMS VN DANN Vn N NY 
xO On oO OF FWHE OOH NN WO — 


NOAWW UM WHY WO CO OO 
OoOWO?- OAnW DOD fF OO FF 


Wawa 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 
and Commercial Relations 
*Data for Kapuskasing were not computed due to technical problems. 
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ABLE 2a: __3-Store Average* of Easily Comparable Food Items _in 37 Ontario Communities, June 4, 1987 






| 






Dollars 
Dry Coffee Canned Tomato Bananas Sirloin Whole 
| Butter Milk Eggs Cereal Flour Instant Corn Juice 1 lb. Sugar Steak Chicken 
communi t Te die 4L NMdOZEmSDOMGMS a5 Kk NOROz= (GRO ZA OROZE 2k (ie Deeeaabs 





























“oronto 2.79 Ly be) 1.30s 1.85 EOD 7.48 cis) abe teke, seer “atsyZ 3525: 2.19 

ia Ontario 

Jamilton 2.39 2.64 les 0Smediess ay Wet 7.48s 91 1.69 AAS LIS WAS AVAS Ue yds 

‘ingston 2.62 3.19 1.44 85 6.29 8.25 84 1.89 65 eee Ke 1.69 

.ondon ANS “2s0IS “aes i fs OD 7.48s SOS) hes? SS 1.49 4.59s 2.09 

)ttawa 2.69 2.59s 1.09 1.61 is MKS 6m2G TO4S lnazs 49 -89s 4.05 es 
dwen Sound 25k BoC  S)sks 1.85 Sr Siena ROSE DoS .59 Wes ‘sp atake) 1.60 

»eterborough othe Soh 1.29 1) ots'5) DRO? Shs 1 =O9S) 169s 59 hee S02 TE65is 
lindsor Paepyh ZeICSe 25 7A?) 5.78 U oss 84 1.79s 65 Vets” 5.25 1.67s 


1.W. Ontario 
| 


\tikokan 


Dis 4.82 1.49 Va fe 3) ae 8.74 255 1.99 -49s 1.49 Saitek 4] sie, 
dryden 2.64 4.48 NS 4Sm nl 6S 5.00 BS . 83 ilenfata S4.0Cme iD Gn GTS 1.86 
Fort Frances 255) 4.20 1.30 Noa TAs. athe, 5t3}5 19 Z -41 1.39 4.62 1.89 
seraldton 2.84 4.24 1.64 ie65 4.59s 8.74 aif ib SEW/ -49 1.74 4.32 hatehe 
Ignace 2.69 4.45 Weeite 1.68 DeO B67, . 83 1.84 62 1.64 50S Wan 
Cenora 2tsKe} 4.24 1.26 TSU1S Ase GaGS SOS Ae Se 5S. 4} 5550 4.59 Ate, 
Marathon 2259 4.82 1adzZ 1.79 19) (ame) Ole 91 1.94 -39s 2.00 4.48 1.64 
Rainy River 2.89 4.64 1259 OS Sig le 8.14 .85 1.89 SAS 4] SEA 4.03 1.5.85 
Red Lake 2.95 4.50 1.49 1.69 5.29 8.36 -85 1.59 49 eas Doe 1.19s 
Sioux Lookout Zaks 4.52 1.49 ie FZ Ds" ka ffs! ~94 1.85 soe 1.76 DDG 1oSOS 
Thunder Bay 2.89 Soi Weer! eS) 5216 7.80 non 1.89 Sey, 1.74 4.09 1.59 
wee. Ontario 
3Lind River CCT SEES IS nl OG S mt cao 4.61s 7.36s 89 1.59s 49 1.29s 3.89 1.49 
shapleau Zn0> 4.89 1.48 1S 5.88 8.86 SUE 1.59s stisy — WeSeky aniz iee9 
Pochrane 2 fhe 2.99 heey) V5 EZ 5.49 8.89 90 1.89 41 U5GQIS Boke es 
elliot Lake 2.29 2.99 1.09 VerA6 Soo 7.80 si he HOS 49 herOSs = Shatshe ole 
Espanola 2.29 2.99 1.09 16/S 5.86 7.80 He 1.74 49 1.29s 4.94 1.49s 
dearst 2.45 4.29 lS S Salo 5.68 (2500 .82 1.84 41s 1.29s 4.39 1.69 
Iroquois Falls 2.40 ASKS elOIS » Ae Sal 8.64 . 88 eg -49 1.19 20 97Ste ee 
<apuskasing 
<irkland Lake Zoic SISOS ame eS le 5SSwenon an fa ie 84s 1.52s EDO Vi? IIS. Sez 
fanitoulin Island D7A0, 3.99 Hse! Latte afey., 9.08 90 16> 69 1.94 4.93 1.44 
Aoosonee Z2aGo Be 47, We 84S) yl ait Sy WSS “WRAr¢ 65 Week aout Qs 4515S (1.67 
Yew Liskeard 2.29 2.99s 1.40 WeG/S bolS Ge 4 92 1.89 SD O Sm aco ete O4 CumnIeGs 
Yorth Bay 245 299 Se ete 5.49 ah 7253 95 1.69s seh) loss Spal 185s 
Sault St. Marie Z1DS ec GIS NOD SH aD Sumo OO AY 87 Vang .59 1.29 4.15 1.49 
sturgeon Falls 2.64 3.14 1.24 1.85 DI 6.86 89 1.89 24S  ledlS 4.99s 1.69 
sudbury 72 32 2.99 flimee lee> Sige 7.48 75 da9i2 -49 eds) SrGo 1.85 
Fimmins 2D if 2.69 109 Ines ate 8.07 POC Smet 1428 Ole2s 4.29 hase 
lawa 2.29 4.79 Ie2KS  he7 550 fh, 14 Oo Seles SiS elves 4.39 1.34 


' NOTE: Specials are included in all locations 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 





PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 


SE 


PREVIOUS QUARTER FOR ALL CENTRES 


ee 


DUring the quartereduneito September, 1987, the total price of the 
items monitored declined in 21 of the 37 communities monitored. 

Decreases ranged from 0.5 percent in Owen Sotlind to 6.1* percent “in 
Ottawa. Prices increased in 14 other communities ranging from 0.1 


Pence tanmeNOntuneBeaye GOuSs- | percent im Lonace. 


Fresh fruit and vegetables registered significant decreases in all 
communities monitored except Kapuskasing. Due tel stechin cali prop We 
there were no computerized data for this community. Beverages and 
beef also decreased in many communities. However, some communitie 
SUCINEEa SONG hm SOUMNd mr Omt esti ances, lumoguiows = Fall Us ainda. S tulrgieon shall 
registered significant increases mainly due to the lifting of June 


Specmausmandahetunh  tHoOmnugher Tegularespr ices an) siome ‘cases: 


Fopeneasons Simular voethose noted int toronto prices, sponk prices 
increased in many other communities and contributed to the upward 


pressure on the price of competing meats in some communities. 


Prices in Ottawa registered significant declines due to September 
specials. As a result of the closure of one regularly monitored 
chain, a new store was monitored in this community. This new stor 
featured many opening specials, resulting in a notable effect on 


total prices and differentials. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are SNOW sansa Demon 
Table 3a gives the price movement of the 72 items by category for 


centres for the period June to September 1987. 
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Table 3 


Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for All Centres 


Dec.4/86- Mar .5/87- June 4/87- 

March 5/87 June 4/87 Sept.3/87 

% Difference *% Difference % Difference 
Toronto 2.4 “0.4 =e 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton ae les “0138 
Kingston -0.9 S26 Vai 
London ees Neen, “0.58 
Ottawa 3.9 10 “Onn 
Owen Sound 2.0 0.8 0) 65) 
Peterborough 1.6 0.8 0.4 
Windsor 1.6 DE =1N4 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan 0.0 0.6 ete 
Dryden 74 2 Veet 
Fort Frances QS5 ae) 2a9 
Geraldton Ze >a 1.4 
Ignace Slee ene Sal 
Kenora ao 3.1 W235 
Marathon Zao 1.9 0.6 
Rainy River rem 0.8 ate) 
Red Lake =(0) 7/ -0.8 ORD 
Sioux Lookout 0.6 25.50 ORS 
Thunder Bay 0.6 354 10 


Northeastern Ontario 





Blind River 15) 5 (2 
Chapleau oar 
Cochrane Ve 
Elliot Lake Sf -M 
Espanola SG) 
Hearst : "4.2 
Iroquois Falls 1.2 
* 


Kapuskasing 
Kirkland Lake 
Manitoulin Island 
Moosonee 

New Liskeard 
North Bay 

Sault Ste. Marie 


' ’ ‘ ' ie ae 
Sao SoS OS Sa = COS NWN COO] NN NEN 


= 90 Oo ON NN OWW OC ON | oO Oo ff — N 


Sturgeon Falls 
Sudbury 
Timmins 


' ' ' ’ ’ ' . 
NM NMNOOWNP WW PTO ODO OWO - WS 
Wrnmon > - W woe |] OUWAON Wau sd 


EO 1 SO oO 
OW FPF OWA AFWUYwW 


Wawa 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 


Consumer and Commercial Relations 
Note: Data for Kapuskasing were not computed due to technical problems. 
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bs Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, Mar. 1987 to June 1987 (Percentage Change 
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| Canned 
| Dairy Cereals Fruits Fresh Dry Oils Jams Other 
j & & Bever- Veg.& Fruit Groc- @& & Groc- 
—-—______4 Change fags Bread ages Juices & Veg. eries Fats Syrups eries Beef Lamb Pork Poultry Meat 
i 
I... =4,3 Peete eb 08 6319-5005. 054. Aide, (OcO 1.6 Ree Blo ML ee eigenen 
Intario 
‘Lton -0.8 ile ee O25 OD el Brith DoT (352 GBY6 <ORS esr Sekn 508) 95.8 cue 
yston a ee, oh. leon tee Ato i2zoue leew 1.6" “20:45 00.2 (Ors) 61576. F090) 1950's ro 
don -0.8 (46 Crom ONS Gra 25 ne Lees eco 0 o> eho soe Semel ates Bilhng 5/2 
hwa ad devostiase ite 15°60.  G.0n-19ol -bo6 .-8.9.-3.0) 526 Lome cela ecOrL ar aee er eee 
wy Sound 3058) 4.8 as eet sth Bs SiS 450 * 34.0 “19.519 2198s 2057 5.4 4.9 De 
erborough 0.4 MOR ale Oh Sos concn t0l4) -lignS 5120) ety esaore 4 ham eon 7) mene 
dsor aet4 g0ccOmmne 247928") 6.22-3057 40,09 92105-4108 = 4 hoe eoMge ome 1628. 34 6.1 
i. Ontario 
\tcokan ce re Scere toe son9 Sc ieee OnOe 13) 226. (025 5155 2580) OLOm Io aie Sh 
rien het PA On cupen cc OomeOLu a il25. oman. 5 1a. Ol meade Th det 322) 20,5, 92h 74 Sa5, 810.5 
fot Frances cae Pace 0 Oe) ON 3. 5.6 22200) 76.8 8 2:1, AOSAp Clee alee eae T le Gane 
aldton 1.4 6.1 Bce eo ve O00 eclaS ueno 1b Leta One) See OA eee eG ees a5 
igace a4 Ree Wee OM of BA WoS oUtad Wa 956" 325) Y4E2 “2200 B-6ueee ot ee tae 
(eora = Nees cM eieee. 20.5 Vive eco.e eo 14.60 ech 8 6.5 OO G2 S5e2i715..0 2 ta Oueeadle 5 
feathon “0.6 CoM Sica Stee Sal ele t 60), are.'4 O20. 45.9 12708 sS0e oe tO a Groce eles 
tany River =o CBee OO 0.9) acl) 15.9" NO;6 "3.0. «(325 0 2-98-10,6 | OlOm 10ncu 9 O47 mene 
te Lake Om5 7264 has) SETAC 0 elas odSee? Wrst Hoe We) oalsG 0.0 7.6 (aif 2.6 
Bilux Lookout OS 2oilh SOo4 Sk tOne Seem ay. 5 2.0 2,0 154) 953.505 ScON eo e eS pele 
Ihnder Bay =4,0 208) —‘Baley  S5igk Os2reO.0> = esc. @G.5: | So ee Oe = 3639 Ise Bari ioe eames 
tl. Ontario 
Sind River -5.2 VYe@ share obra Cal Sone Os es blond Pun 69nd ee 6. Bae OOM N35. Gomes ee ee 
hpleau 5.2 2ote oe tecweco fa OUs6 5555 04h “Oa -hOeG) -9iGa'- 7.8) olga cone ON tad eo 
bchrane War “1/56 ol 24l.4 SiO iG OMG, 0.4 lO Vs) oro) ebro) 9.1 5.8 0.8 
rliot Lake nat SH) ats! sth SI TATE MISS. “OYse > 0.4 oe Bay oats OOS 20 Wale male 
canola = SiaD S(3ale ets ols Bal oSy268 Nee DEB) olen sy IE 4 Src Do  sbs@ ilfsha5 Paes) 
erst “4.2 For Me SSO ZO AI leGnUs eat treo. Cah a eh a4 10.5 BP coe om eo a Sees 
Itquois Falls Tee CRB OU Cun C eee OSS eT ACRE con Seon Os 9.9. Weer & 13n. 0 WS. eee Cer a Uo 8 
feuskasing* 
~kland Lake “4.4 inee 24n Camer Os ON eral yee TU. 4) I OO4 T.4! "6.20 2326) 129,90 Sooo aa Zeon OT Ss 
fiitoulin Island -1.6 Geer astro AG5O Ur = SAA eens ao oO | (SieS Mike OL aS UL) 0. OneeeOs OU mrese ames an 
lisenee 155 a8 (261 55 Both Saat 7K) 23) (9, 0.4 Ws 2a obs 0.0 O70: sa Ore 
\) Liskeard OF5 jis eel Leot Po See Oss See OTe: 29) CBVOUe ee tie tr OnOleic in can ens 
eth Bay Oa ite Bo 0.9 Bell Caelas?  SeiaS) 3.8 Sale 0.9 9.7 OF 4 a2 Se 15 ef men Oeo, 
lt St. Marie 00 eG! Siath Wats Bal oSSe(0 Ww ooll oe 2.8 Baa Waa Baws — HIBS Th MMO Ge 
sirgeon Falls 0.9 i Desc mee NE LEG OMe HORE SRO PSAs Ate. 8) oe enO8 2OnO el Oy om ace real? Nie joey eg sess 
sibury 0.4 OF Siea4no Zant Set! 250 Sesl0) SL ACP Wek: OSSameaS OO meer 4 Sac 9-0 
himins 0.3 S2efue 07 Gee 5e5~ GSS WIIG 92 0u6, O76 nS: 7) mk Oem e. ie OO ec Scu) borer. ates 
Wa “4.9 te) ee Weare Erik ese cies Cae ORO calah sill! Salle: oihs7 2.9 -9.0 


RRR ie es Sy nt ee oe I ee ee ae ee ee eee 
TE: Specials are included for all locations. 
cial note: Data for Kapuskasing were not computed due to technical problems. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitoring in Toronto 
and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario 
communities were monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston 
were added to cover regions which were not included in previous 


monitoring. This report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by contacting 
Research Section of the Ontario Ministry of Consumer and Commercial 


Revetrons, Yth utrtioor, 555 Yonge Street, Toronto, Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 30 food 
companies, was compiled as the basis for food price monitoring at the 
retail level throughout the province. The food groupings include 
many staples and closely related to the normal purchase selections of 
consumers in the supermarket. DURING mGhiemamiO mes GO hal n|Gr- me piOncin mtane 


regular and special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection of 
supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 percent of the 
estimated market in the eleven major centres in Ontario. These 
market centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, 
Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, and 


Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the province's 
population. A monitored supermarket sample of three major chains was 
undertaken wn each of the 11) centres. In addition, price: monitor mg 
in 26 northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities facilitated 
province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the resulting price trends in 


Ontario are broadly based. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres (the 11 
major markets and 26 other communities) on the same day quarterly. 
The average prices for each centre were calculated from the prices 
monitored in three stores where possible. In some small communities 
only two stores could be monitored. Since consumers had the 
opportunity to take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any Speciaes™ iwnGuudedanin hijisitomiucal 


comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability are often encountered in some 
of the more remote and smaller communities, appropriate adjustments 
hadetor pe made fog size or brand substitutions, Using a price-per- 
unit comparison and prices for comparable brands of the same size. 


Staples and items sold in large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so that 
prices could be compared without revealing individual brand names. 


The 10 categories are: 


PeEDiallin Vacana se O.9)Si 
Cereals and Bread; 
Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices); 
. Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 
Dry Groceries; 
SOMES aman Camrarc:sy. 
Jams and Syrups; 
MOUHe ReEGiInOGer e's): and 


Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual items on 
an historical and geographical basis. Other calculations included a 
comparison of prices between Toronto and other centres as well as 


percentage changes in prices from previous month for all centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 





Over the quarter September to December 1987, Toronto food prices as 
measured by the 72 regularly monitored food items declined by 0.8 
percent. Prices declined by 0.1 percent from a year earlier. 


The largest declines were noted in categories such as poultry (1751 
percent); dry groceries (9.0 percent); canned vegetables C36 
percent) and canned juices (6.6 percent). Declines were noted in 
other categories such as cereals and bread (2.4 percent); beverages 
(0.1 percent); oils and fats (0.5 percent); jams and syrups (3.9 
percent) and other groceries (1.9 percent). 


These price declines were mainly due to the special featuring of 

items in each category. However, in the dry groceries category the 
decline reflected significantly lower regular prices for dried beans 
than the high price levels which had prevailed since December, 1986. 


Dried bean prices had skyrocketted during the last quarter of 1986 
due to a shortfall in supply triggered by bad fall weather 
conditions. 


In the poultry category, large supplies of chicken together with 
increased specialling and lower pork prices have put downward 
pressure on retail prices. 


All other categories registered price increases ranging from 19.5 
percent in the fresh fruit and vegetable category to 0.2 percent in 
the beef category. 


In the fresh fruit and vegetable category, prices were higher for all 
fresh vegetables. The largest increase was for lettuce, reflecting a 
reduction in the supply of imports from the U.S. due to bad weather 
conditions in California. The increase in the price of storable 
vegetables was mainly attributable to increased demand as consumers 
substituted for higher priced salad vegetables as well as the 
seasonal price increase which results from reduction in storable 
stocks. 


Price increases in the other categories reflected the return to 
regular prices from specials which were featured during the September 
monitoring. 

On an annual basis, increases ranged from 9.4 percent for lamb to 0.6 
percent for pork. Price increases were mainly due to movements from 
specials a year ago as well as slightly higher regular prices 
attained during the year. 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1: Price Movements of 72 Food Items, by Category, in Toronto 





CATEGORY NO. OF Year to Year Quarterly 
Food Comparison Comparison 
Items 
Sept 4/86 Dec 4/86 Sept 3/87 
-Sept 3/87  -Dec 3/87 =—Dec 3/87 


% Change % change % Change 


a pe ee ee 


Dairy and Eggs 5 0.4 Aan Zoo 
Cereals and Bread ws 9.9 6.0 2.4 
Beverage 5 14.3 = 26 © (Opel 


Canned Fruits & Vegetables 


Canned Fruit 2 -4.4 Lt20 264 
Canned Vegetable 4 6.0 oa -7.6 
Canned Juices 4 6.9 7eO -6.6 
Fresh Fruit & Vegetable 10 4.4 20 Lo. 
Dry Groceries 7 16.4 -4.5 -9.0 
Oils and Fat 4 359 =O7 1 ==( 
Jams and Syrup 5 Tag) =4.5 =329 
Other Groceries 6 15722 2.3 -1.9 
Meats 
Beef 6 Sez 5a/ 0.2 
Lamb at -8.9 9.4 9.4 
Pork 5 =-3.4 0.6 RS 
Poultry 3 Saag) bart BP Ano -17.1 
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OUTLOOK FOR PRICES IN 1988 


Retail food prices as measured by the Consumer Price Index are expected to rise 
by 0% to 2% in 1988, compared to an increase of 4.4% in 1987. The food 
purchased from stores component is expected to remain stable or show a slight 
change (-1% to 1%). 


Contributing to this moderate outlook are expectations of lower or stable farm 
commodity prices in most food groups. For example, although beef production 
for 1988 is expected to be smaller than 1987 in both Canada and the U.S., 
increased supplies of pork and poultry are likely to offset this reduction and 
any potential beef price increase. 


Pork production in 1988 is expected to be well above that of 1987 and will 
likely exert downward pressure on producer prices. The retail prices of fresh 
and cured pork are expected to reflect this scenario by showing significant 
declines in 1988. 


In the fresh fruit and vegetables category, based on storage holdings and crop 
estimates, it is expected that abundance of apples and storable vegetables will 
help to keep the retail prices of these products stable. 


Prices in other major food categories are expected to be stable or show slight 


increases. 


Main source: Agriculture Canada. 
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PRICE COMPARTSON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 36 OTHER COMMUNITIES 


—— EE _—EE_EEE NY ENE DO OAT, NAAN Ad te 


Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in December, 1987 was lower 
than Toronto in all the other seven southern Ontario communities 
surveyed. The price spread between Toronto and all the other 
communities widened, reflecting a larger price decline in these 
communities than in Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 

Total price was lower in three of the eleven Northwestern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The price spread narrowed in five communities 
often reflecting price improvements in these communities in relation 
to Toronto. The price spread widened in six other communities, 


sometimes reflecting improvements in relation to Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 

Total price was lower in 17 of the 18 Northeastern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The price spread narrowed in four communities 
and widened in 13 others often reflecting price improvements in those 
communities in relation to Toronto. Kapuskasing was not compared as 
no data were available for September due to technical difficulties. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all other 
communities monitored can be found in Table 2. Table 2a shows the 
average price of easily comparable items in 37 Ontario communities as 
of December 4, 1987. 
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Table 2: 


Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 


Communities in Ontario 








JUNE 4/87 
COMMUNITY % Difference 
from Toronto 





Sept. 3/87 
*% Difference 
from Toronto 


Toronto - 


Southern Ontario 





Hamilton “4.4 
Kingston Oni 
London ote 
Ottawa WT 
Owen Sound -4.3 
Peterborough a NR 
Windsor 3.4 


Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan 
Dryden 





Fort Frances 
Geraldton 
Ignace 

Kenora 
Marathon 
Rainy River 
Red Lake 
Sioux Lookout 
Thunder Bay 
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Northeastern Ontario 
Blind River 
Chapleau 

Cochrane 

Elliot Lake 
Espanola 

Hearst 

Iroquois Falls 
Kapuskasing 
Kirkland Lake 
Manitoulin Island 
Moosonee 

New Liskeard 
North Bay 

Sault Ste. Marie 
Sturgeon Falls 
Sudbury 

Timmins 

Wawa 
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Dec. 3/87 
% Difference 
from Toronto 
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*Data for Kapuskasing were not computed due to technical problems. 
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Owen Sound 
Peterborough 
Windsor 


Ww. Ontario 
Atikokan 
Dryden 

Fort Frances 
Geraldton 
Ignace 
Kenora 
Marathon 
Rainy River 
Red Lake 
Sioux Lookout 
Thunder Bay 


N.E. Ontario 





Blind River 
Chapleau 
Cochrane 

Elliot Lake 
Espanola 

Hearst 

Iroquois Falls 
Kapuskasing 
Kirkland Lake 
Manitoulin Island 
Moosonee 

New Liskeard 
North Bay 

Sault St. Marie 
Sturgeon Falls 
Sudbury 

Timmins 

Wawa 
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* NOTE: Specials are included in all locations 


Milk 


3.05 


2.99s 
4.89 
2.99s 
2.99s 
2.99s 
4.29 
2.99s 
4.13 
STE 
3.49s 
DGeMs 
2.99s 
2.89s 
2.99 
3.04 
7d 16S) 
2.69s 
3.98s 


Eggs 


1.46 


1.33 


1.09 
1.58 
1.19 
1.22s 
Weis 
VeoS 
1.64s 
1.09 
1.09 
1.09s 
1.04s 
Ware 
99 
1.09s 
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Tomato Bananas 


Juice 

48 oz. Teli 
1.59s .79 
1.92 4.65s 
1.39s 4.12 
1.89 4.45 
1.82 S02 
1.89 4.86 
1.89 Sei2s 
1.52s 3.79 
1.99 5.29 
1.34s 5.26 
2.04 3.89 
1.42 4.24 
1.84 4.30 
1.38 4.84 
1.97 5.99 
2.06 4.05 
1.99 5.34 
1.97 4.94 
1.89 4.59s 
1.97 3.29 
1.84 4.19s 
1.84 3.69 
1.74s 3.39s 
1.74 3.49 
Wath? 4.59 
1.245 3.24 
1.89 4.99 
1.29 SD 
30 4.68 
1.94 4.79s 
1.89 3.54 
1.79 4.42 
1.79 Lyn (As! 
1.89 3.94 
ott 3.85 
79 3.84 
1.74s 3.68 


TABLE 2a: 3-Store Average* of Easily Comparatle Food Items in 37 Ontario Communities, December 3. 1987 


Coffee Canned 
Cereal Flour Instant 


Sommunit 4L 1 doz. 


Sirloin Whole 
Steak Chicken 
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ONTARTO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 


PREVIOUS FOR ALL CENTRES 








During the quarter September to December 1987, the total price of the 
72 items monitored declined in 31 of the 37 Ontario communities 
surveyed. Decreases ranged from 0.3 percent in Thunder Bay and Blind 
River to 6.7 percent in Iroquois Falls. Total price increased in 
five other communities, ranging from 0.1 percent in Fort Francis to 
2.3 percent in Hearst. 


Fresh fruit and vegetables registered significant increases in almost 
all communities monitored for reasons similar to those noted in 
Toronto prices. Comparisons were not possible for Kapuskasing since 
there were no computerized data for this community in September. 


Pork showed significant declines in many conmimities reflecting 
decreases in the prices paid to hog producers. 


Poultry prices also registered notable declines in many communities 
mainly que to large supplies of chicken and increased promotions 
during the festive season. A significant increase in Sioux Lookout 
was mainly due to a return to regular prices from September specials 
on chicken, which offset the effects of December specials on turkey. 


Lamb prices registered significant increases in Moosonee, Manitoulin 
Island, Kirkland Lake, Timmins and Sioux Lookout reflecting a lifting 
of specials which were featured during the September monitoring. 


There were notable price declines in the dry groceries category in 
many communities. This reflected a reduction in the price of dry 
beans from the high levels which had prevailed since December 1986. 


This was also explained in Toronto prices. 


Other categories such as canned fruit, vegetables and juices; 
beverages; cereals and bread; dairy and eggs; oils and fats and 
other groceries also experienced declines, mainly due to specials 
featured during the December monitoring. 
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Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in Table 3. 
Table 3a gives the price movement of the 72 items by category for all 
centres for the period September to December 1987. 





Table 3 


Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for All Centres 


Mar.5/87- June 4/87- Sept.3/87 

June 4/87 Sept .3/87 Dec.3/87 

% Difference &% Difference % Difference 
Toronto -0.4 hae Diets’ 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton n8 -0.8 SSG 1h 
Kingston St6 = et =33 
London ay -0.8 eae: 
Ottawa 1.0 Se) 1 S25 (2 
Owen Sound 0.8 -0.5 -4.8 
Peterborough 0.8 0.4 “1.9 
Windsor ORS ot EY 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan 0.6 -1.8 Neve 
Dryden 2a2 Want ane 
Fort Frances 168) 2.9 0.1 
Geraldton -0.2 1.4 BEIGE 
Ignace (de(2 Sal Si les th 
Kenora Syeal ihe: 3.8 
Marathon 1.9 0.6 Sil ot 
Rainy River 0.8 “1.8 iste 
Red Lake =0)8 0.5 seit 
Sioux Lookout 3.0 0.3 0.7 
Thunder Bay 3.4 -1.0 0.3 


Northeastern Ontario 


Blind River 4.9 SIG (4 -0.3 
Chapleau Ede SEG eaU 
Cochrane 16 malic Stas) 
Elliot Lake 0.3 See -5.0 
Espanola SiG OB a) “4.5 
Hearst -0.8 ASE 2n3 
Iroquois Falls = 05 ie -6.7 
Kapuskasing -0.9 zm ts 

Kirkland Lake laa “4.4 =~ 520 
Manitoulin Island Sia Ala -2.4 
Moosonee “3.1 Avs: -0.8 
New Liskeard 1.8 Binge Sis 
North Bay 23 OR -2.0 
Sault Ste. Marie Sia “0.6 Are 
Sturgeon Falls -0.1 0.9 57255) 
Sudbury -0.2 0.4 pene, 
Timmins S74 54 0.3 -2.8 
Wawa (Rey) -4.9 5 jisL8) 


ee ae ee 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 





Consumer and Commercial Relations 
Note: Data for Kapuskasing not computed due to technical problems in Sept. 
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3: Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Category for All Centres, Sept. 1987 to Dec. 1987 (Percentage Change 


Canned 
Dairy Cereals Fruits Fresh Dry Oils Jams Other 
& & Bever- Veg.& Fruit Groc- & & Groc- 


a % Change Eggs Bread ages Juices & Veg. eries Fats Syrups eries Beef Lamb Pork Poultry Meat 


nto -0.8 BuPner ce 4 eO 1a Belo eo! 9.0) <0Gset 39 “AOD Oe ves as) mare  Dylige 





rLton Sis Neve Pens roc 0 RLS lest  eer0N eho Were= (G29) Gc Olona oe) altshsts) = Ware 
ston 23.45 Are ite 8 6G) <1 Dl 5e9) coe Se sl, See Ons a oat eee is teceen ie Treks Ie ere 
on -2.6 Sq “ey Seer Bare UAee) Sills Coe Wee Sok Pagey  eiesby. Sunes Srdyoa) ola 
wa (4a 2,45 “hao 2. UMe U0 set. lo ecn eaee M50) snk ofa) 776 Wa) SSRs OTAar/ 
— Sound -4.8 247-6. 8.3" -3.00 7-3, 1718 -12.8 -6.5 BISe5 “7.7%: S6ee = later ete to.) 7456 
irborough ohh ot Oe Val hk eahes cher =959 e-7,.6 we 6c Sta ao lee oe Gee oe take yn toe 
‘sor -4.6 50.6535 78. 0,500 «1.6 e'22.9 ° 12.6. "0.008 6e5 331) 9s (ale) States SRYAGS) Salelats 
Ontario 
E.okan ee “Wied 2n8 95S eth lad Va BB iat oil eet B05 74-1570) 359 
len “1.9 tat? ovate} igs) Sea Da PB.8) cWet 6nD 5.8) hater. (6.6.5 c054) “25675 0.0 
: Frances Om =O 9.8 610 jee ote? Walee Veep ost} sto O70 hoe) CWlar2 « Sats. olWigts) 
Aldton -1.4 S502 mn. 9 st Phere nde | See IN 5.4 Vat 1.6 2.4 O50 =13.9 <*s01) sos0 
ice al are Veal) Beh hate clot Halt) offal erat, Ga4 -3.5 V4 a0) ora) Sit) SY4cb) 
ra 283.63) 4.1 Deine 2,5 2145 12.0--352.8 3:0 £3056 055 60% OROmatli2> Paths OSA! 
athon > here 7 9-123 ~=8.6 -5.7) 16.9 053-241 Ashe 12S gIZeO ee 3.3) 217ae) A0,our 25 
any River 1.8 0.0 6a7.” 8.5 S25 17.8 -3.2 le 10) 3.6 SldeG. 0-07-18 56> 0505.0 
Lake 755 | 728-6) AO.6 ase tect 668 5:0 @aser 9 -7.6 WSSteeNo. 8-19.69 2°35: 475.7 
ux Lookout Vets 5.00 ee 4eGe SD V3 Brew 46 lee Do efsa) qa5.) 12.9) =1.77 29.0, 6.2 
nder Bay =O =a Ne (eS ec let te USD O27 2.35 <O.6 means Sle3 O85 1659" (054°°14.55 =A.7 
- Ontario 
nd River -0.3 =/O}e9) 728. OL TM ee 2428 10a 11 as) 05 02029 ec-4 faroraG -6.1 020-820 
pleau -2.0 -0.5 7 Sat CY rR SY MICHA Si Pee ne ew Ee) 520° -10.49 =10.0 -7.97+15.0 99.8 
hrane “2.0 72.0.8 6,.52°12.1 °4.1 6.2 “13.9! 25.7 0b 4a4 226i AEA O62 ene Occ, iae4 
liot Lake -5.0 Oth et cde 4,9 2169 °° 12.0 17-0 4,6 0.9 <+7.8 «4.8 O.0\ 2) 6e-20,c sort 
anola -4.5 eSuate ova = 1.5 O2309°21.25- 19.45 --4.6 eb. Sli alles re.e <lse 719 se NO. | 
erst aes ge) Sule co 1.8° 22925 ¥28.5 S254 O25 -6°8 €-0nu 5 HR aa Wake Deny ay eli a 
pquois Falls -6.7 SAGE Oreo t 2.6 =5.5 10.6 “7.5°5-954 OLS" =3.4. -1Fe4e 1h. 9) seo 8 eno 174 
uskasing* 
‘kland Lake 5.0 Jail 28d 0.4 -8.8 17.0 -16.1 45 oS 5.7 Barge 15-4 15.6) =2079)) we.2 
faitoulin Island -2.4 ble Ose lec 4 Te ei Ca One (aie ayant’ 39 16.995 -19.1. =9.6 126-8 
ysenee -0.8 BG.S) ener -8all -7.40 ~O00 1607 tie Te alt) S7ea Gb, SG, iy 16.4) Oae. 142 O 
Wi Liskeard SiS rout Ob 0 Tae e612 ln 9, ey 0 ato. AG e260 2600-1022) and oo Opec a sh 
“th Bay 2/72 ol SO ima. ~4.3. =3.9° 1534, 7856 Vee toe Vee os OcOnee220) One 2-58 
Salt St. Marie -4.2 Goma ~G Se <5er °-5.0 1165 6-752 > hike 55 A169 BORO Niet cliche 10.0 5 9eF 
Surgeon Falls S125 58" -6.4%" 374 qh 2251 16.6 ~1.0 erte0 -6.6 ated ZiSe Obst. oc On mise 
Sibury “1.9 BOR mee eget eal) -5.5) sede 62920 0.4 ©2555 dee {28 =1252 ~53.8 42.9) Fit 
nmins -2.8 ef.2. “O.9.) “ise 4.8 22.7 -1321 0.5 Ore) -4.4 Ger. 17 0ueN6 ee ile eo. | 
Na -1.0 kp ee Sate ere Pe Ears SAE Se Yost A -9.3 3.5 «4.67.7 2.9) alee ~4e2 53 Weté 


TE: Specials are included for all locations. 


Secial note: Data for Kapuskasing were not computed due to technical problems in September. 
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Christmas Dinner 


The estimated cost of Christmas dinner for four people is compared 
between December 1986 and December 1987 in Table 4. 


survey of baking needs and is based on a three-store average. 


TABLE 4: Christmas Dinner, Year-to-Year Comparison 


Dinner 


Mushroom Soup - 10 ozs (2 tins) 
Garden Cocktail - 28 ozs 
Turkey Grade A Frozen - 12 lbs 
Cranberry Sauce - 14 ozs 
Stuffing Mix - Turkey - 8 ozs 
Bread Loaf 

Yam = 1p 

Green Beans, fresh - llb 
Broccoli - bunch 

Christmas Plum Pudding - 15 ozs 
Coffee - 1lb bag 

2% Milk - 1 quart (1.136 litres) 
Wine - Ontario 


Dinner Total 


Raisins - 15 ozs (425 gr) 
Almonds, sliced - 100 gr 
Walnut Pieces - 100 gr 
Butter - lib 
Candied Fruits 
Mixed Peel, diced - 8 ozs 
Cherries Red & Green - 8 ozs 
Flour —"2.5 kg 
Sugar Granulated - 2 kg 
Spices: 
Ginger ground - 32 gr 
Allspice - ground - 32 gr 
Cinnamon, Ontario - 13 ozs 
Brandy, Ontario - 13 ozs 
Eggs - 1 doz. 


Baking Total 


Total Dinner & Baking 


Note: Specials are included in three-store average. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitoring in Toronto 
and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario 
communities were monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston 
were added to cover regions which were not included in previous 
monitoring. This report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by contacting 
Research Section of the Ontario Ministry of Consumer and Commercial 
Relations, 9th Floor, 555 Yonge Street, Toronto, Ontario, M/A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 30 food 
companies, waS compiled as the basis for food price monitoring at the 
retail level throughout the province. The food groupings include 
many staples and closely related to the normal purchase selections of 
consumers in the supermarket. During the monitoring, both the 
regular and special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection of 
supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 percent of the 
estimated market in the eleven major centres in Ontario. These 
market centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, 
Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, and 
Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the province's 
population. A monitored supermarket sample of three major chains was 
undertaken in each of the 11 centres. In addition, price monitoring 
in 26 northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities facilitated 
province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the resulting price trends in 
Ontario are broadly based. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres (the 11 
major markets and 26 other communities) on the same day quarterly. 
The average prices for each centre were calculated from the prices 
monitored in three stores where possible. In some small communities 
only two stores could be monitored. Since consumers had the | 
opportunity to take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in historical 
comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability are often encountered in some 
of the more remote and smaller communities, appropriate adjustments 
had to be made for size or brand substitutions, using a price-per- 
unit comparison and prices for comparable brands of the same size. 
Staples and items sold in large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so that 
prices could be compared without revealing individual brand names. 
The 10 categories are: 


. Dairy and Eggs; 

. Cereals and Bread; 

. Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices) ; 
. Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

. Dry Groceries; 

. Oils and Fats; 

. Jams and Syrups; 

. Other Groceries; and 

. Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual items on 
an historical and geographical basis. Other calculations included a 
comparison of prices between Toronto and other centres as well as 
percentage changes in prices from previous month for all centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 





Over the quarter December 1987 to March 1988, Toronto food prices as 
measured by the 72 regularly monitored food items declined by 1.4 
percent. Prices declined by 3.8 percent from a year earlier. 


Declines were noted in areas such as beverages (9.7 percent); canned 
fruits (6.9 percent); canned vegetable (1.2 percent); fresh fruit 
and vegetables (4.9 percent) dry groceries (3.1 percent) and pork 
(5.6 percent). These declines were mainly due to the featuring of 
specials in each category. The decline in the dry groceries category 
continued to reflect lower prices for dried beans than price levels 
which prevailed in 1987. 


All other categories registered price increases ranging from 0.3 
percent in the dairy and eggs category to 9.6 percent in the poultry 
category, mainly due to the lifting of September specials on items in 
each category. 


On an annual basis, increases ranged from 0.6 percent in the oils amd 
fats category to 7.2 percent for beef. These were mainly due to 
movement from specials which were featured a year earlier and 
slightly higher regular prices. 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1: Price Movements of 72 Food Items, by Category, in Toronto 


Se at a ea igs re 
SS SS SS a a a i a Ma a ay Ne Se eA ne ew Wty eae ce see ems ns Un 


CATEGORY No. of 


Year to Year Quarterly 
Food Comparison Comparison 
ULSM St) \ NES ae, Sere. oe. 2s ee ee 
Dec. 4/86 Mar 5/87 DiGiCrnesi/ err 
-Diec.. 3/87 -Mar 3/88 -Mar. 3/88 
% change % change % change 
Dairy and Eggs 5 4.4 5. 0 0-3 
Cereals and Bread 7 6.3 2.2 Wott 
Beverage 5 ier eG OT, 
Canned Fruits & Vegetables 
Canned Fruit 2 ele O e420 -6.9 
Canned Vegetable 4 356 6.0 SU Gir 
Camned Juices 4 Tha t8, 1.4 SiG 
Fresh Fruit & Vegetable 10 7 ots Pt oe “4.9 
Dry iGmocenies i Sh 6B -14.4 =v 50 
Oi sean) VF.at 4 aie 4) 0.6 aS 
Jams and Syrup 3 =1Q¥erD -4.6 Niece) 
Other Groceries 6 223 o AF ie) ane 
Meats 
Beef 6 Pate ae tat 
Lamb 1 9.4 575 0.4 
Pork 5 0.6 -0.9 Dols 
Poultry SS 2255 =u db 9.6 
Total 72 =O)out Sat! aif] ath 
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PRICE COMPARTSON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 36 OTHER COMMUNITIES 


Southern Ontario 

The total price of the 72 items monitored in March, 1988 was lower 
than Toronto in all other seven Southern Ontario commmities 
monitored. The price spread between Toronto and three commmities 
widened, reflecting a larger price decline in these commmities 
compared to Toronto. Price spread between Toronto and for other 
Southern Ontario communities narrowed, reflecting price improvements 
in Toronto. 


Northwestern Ontario 

Total price was lower than Toronto in two of the eleven northwestern 
Ontario communities monitored. The price spread between Toronto and 
five communities narrowed often reflecting price improvements in 
these communities in relation to Toronto. The price spread widened 
in six other communities, sometimes reflecting improvements in 
relation to Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 

Total price was lower in 15 of the 18 Northeastern Ontario 
communities surveyed. The price spread narrowed in 13 communities, 
widened in four others and remained stable in one other. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all other 
communities monitored can be found in Table 2. Table 2a shows the 
average price of easily comparable items in 37 Ontario communities as 
Of March 3, 1988. 
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Table 2: 


Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 
Communities in Ontario 














Sept. 3/87 Dec. 3/87 Mar. 3/88 
COMMUNITY % Difference % Difference % Difference 

from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto : : = 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton Dyes -6.8 sd. 
Kingston Or = 1.9 16 
London >be I Tf -2.0 
Ottawa Silent 13.4 ahleiah) 
Owen Sound Siete -6.6 ah) 64 
Peterborough =0.2 -1.4 -3.0 
Windsor Sia (S -7.4 SBS (8. 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan Uote! 3.9 RSS) 
Dryden 2.4 Yor 9 
Fort Frances Om> Wet’ 6.5 
Geraldton SOS 5,50 0-35 
Ignace Bate) 4.7 6.8 
Kenora “6.9 =) ate “9.9 
Marathon 6.3 Sino 4.7 
Rainy River 0.7 3.4 Wl GTe 
Red Lake 4.4 S50 Se. 
Sioux Lookout 7.4 9.0 6.0 
Thunder Bay -4.9 “4.4 -4.6 
Northeastern Ontario 
Blind River =D /ee5 “4.9 -4.4 
Chapleau 518) Ste -1.4 
Cochrane alec “2.9 -0.9 
Elliot Lake -6.0 -10.4 "6.2 
Espanola “4.4 -8.0 =i(is'S 
Hearst = 5510 =e as -2.1 
Iroquois Falls -6.7 SABE -8.2 
Kapuskasing 8 34) 6k ent 
Kirkland Lake “8.4 Micae'D 7.9 
Manitoulin Island 0.9 =0.8 a5 
Moosonee 8.4 8.0 10.9 
New Liskeard -2.9 Sr 4.8 
North Bay -2.6 -3.8 als) 
Sault Ste. Marie -5.0 One -5.9 
Sturgeon Falls Sion -4.8 -4.0 
Sudbury -3.0 -4.1 4.5 
Timmins -6.3 at Par “8.4 
Wawa aed, aisha) MPa. 
SD SS eee 
Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 


and Commercial Relations 
*Data for Kapuskasing were not computed due to technical problems. 
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BLE 28: 3-Store Average*® of Easily Comparable Food Items in 37 Ontario Communities, March, 1988 














Dollars 
Dry Coffee Canned Tomato Bananas Sirloin Whole 
| Butter Milk Eggs Cereal Flour Instant Corn Juice 1 lb. Sugar Steak Chicken 
pmmunit Tt: 4t. Seiedoze S589. Scokg. 107 er 10s, 46 _ OF: enege Noth. 1 Lb: 
pronto 25000 este 8 ts4O 7 UBS) 5.098. 7707S .6es 1.92 sO0S ice? iSscek 2212 
. Ontario 
amilton Ts97”-” 1.818 SOTSE leo O05,” 7 avU 956 "1.758 .55s -88s 4.79s 1.35s 
ingston 2.65 2.88 1.44 1.86 4.65 7.90 poo ae oe 3607) 4.99: 14.02 “2012 
ondon re A ay do} Wee9o, ©1285, 55797 af 269 -82s 1.89 SS7 Stoo) Ch. OF). “ent 
ttawa 2.15s 2.59 1.09 1.54 5.45s 6.24 SfUs eles -45s S096 3.09. Is42 
wen Sound 1989s sla 9Ss 399s 21.85.08 5.48, 08 4A woe. fw. 595 -59s s99SeeS28he 91099 
leterborough 2.65 rath, 1.29 1.85 5§.59s 7.90 ES CSmlioS ES ILSEmliO> 4.49s 1.99 
‘jndsor O=697 St0G™ Veco cs0s aoe (OL a 9S 91 1.99 Bete VI55 ake 1226 
iw. Ontario 
\tikokan 2.70 4.82 1-69 BIC69e o Once pork 89 1.19 .69 1.49- 4.65 ~ 1.89 
yryden 2.58 4.63 ee TSC RG 5,03 | '8:65 87.0 1215s S61 indo. | 4s 59S 9). 00s 
tort Frances 2.58 4.20 1.30 Teor foeoe 1.02 Sim este S697 eee oO e sty. 
jeraldton Cnebar. 35897 oil. 64 1.69 4.84 8.74 -80 1.42 S77) 1so hee les 
Ignace Zanker .4&.795 156 W684 167741) 9 oes 93 1.84 79 «© 1564 6.5955 1567 
Kenora 1.94 4.50 945 1.59 9 5.99 5.99 -99 1.54 GOS FP Ac2en wate 1.49 
Marathon 27895 or4 82 1250 179? 15248) 26 95 2.04 ae 1265S wh S7See 1574 
Rainy River 2.89 4.52 4.59 1.63 4.37s 7.96 3907-1278 64 1.69 352988 pac 
Red Lake CrOcae malo ete TrOo Deo em a veCe 89 1.89s .69 1.62) 53904 1.49s 
Sioux Lookout Zee, 14.15 1.46 A Toe S855 10s US 91 162 .76 1A les MOMS Secon 
Thunder Bay 2.89 es alo ee aes oe ees 85 1.79s 79 LS an ees acess 
N.E. Ontario 
Bn River 7 dpe 4, Pav aed T0914 oct o Ge 9S Noy P49S) co c.cy 1n9. 
‘Chapleau 60m Gsb9 run 126 9n eben ere yo <4) reson’. 87; 69 1.34s 4.14 1.44 
‘Cochrane 2a SK 1.34 ater 5.24 7.48 87 1.84 64 1} RPSL Hers: 
Elliot Lake 2.39 2.99 1.09 1.49 5.86 8.42 84 1.74 Sus “1.e9 oS .26S 995 
‘Espanola 23295 2299 40941264 £5686 Meals t7, 92 1.44 469.8 VaeRu 338 1.49 
‘Hearst Zor 4.29 1.48 1.64 Seve 8.11 86 Wate 69 1.99 4.59 1.69 
Iroquois Falls 22a9s 2.99 1.19 trie eae 50H oe A 88 1.39s .54 Teer" 259% 99 
Kapuskasing 2.61 4.29 ‘shTam VeS2m 2599)) 68 218 91 1.84 74 122s. S299. 16? 
Kirkland Lake A250 12, 70SEC I9S. (10) Same se 6.54s 64 Tors -64 b Poe Ve Seah” = eg 1.44 
Manitoulin Island DUTbeY cose? 4-59 §1.89 96.19 9.00 (97) lees -69 4.94 4.74 1258 
_Moosonee Dl i ee ae ef L279 TTOSPeDcel. aoa 94 1.69 200su 1282 “heron 02-08 
New Liskeard 2.29 2.99 1.09 SEG Seer Seal 89 otek 49 ie29 3.64 1.49 
North Bay 54E5) 2.99) me t.05s “1585 ese 8.11 95 1.65s -69 129seeS ees) Oe 
Sault St. Marie 2320 pete a9, 1.09 4.446 5.40s 7.90s <9 1.62s -62 4229. beens. p.ae 
| Sturgeon Falls 549 «3.291.248 «41-85 5.99 8.11 me ee ee me 
| Sudbury ZED) 2.49 URpuey 4 Sh Geo DD eee? 75 Az? 250s 71.29 4.25 i 
Timmins 25 20ees 8? 1.09 1.61 S90 sas eee 87 1.49 blamed 290) . Shae ae 
Wawa 2220.8 G29 91509 1.67 4.49 7.80 79 1.94 “BOG 4229: 23.64) © bas? 
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_® WOTE: Specials are included in all locations 
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ONTARTO COMMUNITIES 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 


SE EE ON ONE 


PREVIOUS FOR ALL CENTRES 





During the quarter December 1987 to March 1988, the total price of the 72 
items monitored declined in 21 of the 37 Ontario cammmities surveyed. 


Decreases ranged from 0.1 percent in Sturgeon Falls to 4.1 percent in 
Sioux Lookout. 


Fresh fruit and vegetables showed price declines in almost all commmities 
monitored, reflecting lower prices for most salad vegetables and increases 
in stocks of domestic storable vegetables, compared to the level of a year 
ago. 


The beverage category registered price declines in many commmities often 
reflecting lower coffee prices due to specials. 


The dry groceries category registered price declines in many commmities 
mainly due to specials on items in this category. 


Poultry and pork registered price declines in many communities reflecting 
large supplies of chicken and increased pork production in Canada and the 
U.S., exerting downward pressure on producer prices for hog. Significant 
price increases in the poultry category in Kingston, London, Owen Sound, 
Espanola, Manitoulin Island, New Liskeard, Sudbury and Timmins were mainly 
due to return to reguiar prices from December specials. Similarly, in the 
lamb category, Geraldton, Thunder Bay and Manitoulin Island showed 
significant price increases as a result of the lifting of December 
specials. 


Beef showed price declines in many communities, probably reflecting the 
large supplies of competing meats. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in Table 3. Table 
3a gives the price movement of the 72 items by category for all centres 
for the period December 1987 to March 1988. 
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Table 3 
Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for All Centres 


June 4/87 Sept. 3/87 Dec. 3/87 
Sept. 3/87 Dec. 3/87 Mer. 3/88 
% Difference % Difference % Difference 


Toronto cies -0.8 “1.4 
Southern Ontario 

Hamilton -0.8 Beli -2.4 
Kingston =iend 355.585 lien 
London -0.8 eG 0.4 
Ottawa “6.1 272 of SRE 
Owen Sound =O -4.8 0.0 
Peterborough 0.4 -1.9 -3.1 
Windsor “1.4 “4.7 325 
Northwestern Ontario 

Atikokan -1.8 st -1.8 
Dryden vet “1.9 -0.8 
Fort Frances 2.9 0.1 3.0 
Geraldton 1.4 Sh 58) Om 
Ignace Sit COA A 0.6 
Kenora SUAS SB gts} Shige) 
Marathon -0.6 ot 5 “2.4 
Rainy River Yale! Ute} Some 
Red Lake ORS Stat Mee 
Sioux Lookout 0.3 Orr, “4.1 
Thunder Bey Sal -0.3 Sapa, 
Northeastern Ontario 

Blind River ch “05 -0.9 
Chapleau =e -2.0 0.4 
Cochrane Siete 2D 0.6 
Elliot Lake 2a = 5310 3.2 
Espanola Sh 5 5 “4.5 -0.6 
Hearst -4.2 oe -1.4 
Iroquois Falls ns -6.7 Si 
Kapuskasing = = ele 
Kirkland Leake “4.4 -5.0 S20 
Manitoulin Island sats -2.4 eens 
Moosonee IBS “0.8 Tig! 
New Liskeard O05 —eSrea P64, 
North Bay O51 -2.0 -0.2 
Sault Ste. Marie -0.6 -4.2 10 
Sturgeon Falls 0.9 Osa, 0:41 
Sudbury 0.4 Sieh, His Tf 
Timmins 0.3 Sfoate' -1.6 
Wawa “4.9 -1.0 -0.3 


Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program; Ontario Ministry of 


Consumer and Commercial Relations 
Note: “Data for Kapuskasing not computed due to technical problems in Sept. 
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Price Movements of 72 Food Items by Categor 
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SCOPE OF MONTTORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitoring in Toronto 
and 36 Ontario comminities. Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario 
communities were monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and Kingston 
were added to cover regions which were not included in previous 
monitoring. This report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by contacting 
Research Section of the Ontario Ministry of Consumer and Commercial 
Relations, 9th Floor, 555 Yonge Street, Toronto, Ontario, M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 30 food 
companies, was compiled as the basis for food price monitoring at the 
retail level throughout the province. The food groupings include 
many staples and closely related to the normal purchase selections of 
consumers in the supermarket. During the monitoring, both the 
regular and special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection of 
supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 percent of the 
estimated market in the eleven major centres in Ontario. These 
market centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, 
Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, and 
Windsor. 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the province's 
population. A monitored supermarket sample of three major chains was 
undertaken in each of the 11 centres. In addition, price monitoring 
in 26 northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities facilitated 
province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the resulting price trends in 
Ontario are broadly based. 
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Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres (the 11 
major markets and 26 other commmities) on the same day quarterly. 
The average prices for each centre were calculated from the prices 
monitored in three stores where possible. In sam small commmities 
only two stores could be monitored. Since consumers had the 
opportunity to take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in historical 
comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability are often encountered in some 
of the more remote and smaller communities, appropriate adjustments 
had to be made for size or brand substitutions, using a price-per- 
unit comparison and prices for comparable brands of the same size. 
Staples and items sold in large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so that 
prices could be compared without revealing individual brand names. 


The 10 categories are: 


. Dairy and Eggs; 

. Cereals and Bread; 

. Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices) ; 
. Fresh Fruits and Vegetables; 

. Dry Groceries; 

. Oils and Fats; 

- Jams and Syrups; 

. Other Groceries; and 

. Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork and poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual items on 
an historical and geographical basis. Other calculations included a 
comparison of prices between Toronto and other centres as well as 
percentage changes in prices from previous month for all centres. 
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TORONTO FOOD PRICES 


Over the quarter, March to June 1988, Toronto food prices as measured 
by the 72 regularly monitored food items increased by 2.3 percent. 
Prices declined by 1.1 percent from a year earlier. 


Declines which were noted in categories such as dry groceries (2.9 
percent); oils and fats (0.8 percent); jams and syrups (2.9 percent); 
other groceries (0.4 percent); beef (1.6 percent) and poultry (10.9 
percent) were mainly due to the featuring of June specials in each 
category. 


Apart from lamb, all other categories registered price increases 
ranging from 1.1 percent in the pork category to 13.3 percent in the 
canned vegetables category, mainly due to the lifting of March 
specials on items in each category. 


On an annual basis, increases ranged from 2.2 percent in the cereals 
and breads category to 16.5 percent in the canned vegetables 
category. These increases were mainly due to movements from 
artificially lower prices due to the featuring of specials a year 
earlier and slightly higher regular prices during the June 
monitoring. , 


Price changes are available by category in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1: Price Movements of 72 Food Items, by Category, in Toronto 


CATEGORY No. of Year to Year Quarterly 
Food Comparison Comparison 
LS CRS) Pues: | NOU neers naar eens 
Maitre 72010 Jun 4/87 Mar. 3/88 
-Mar. 3/88 -Jun 3/88 -Jun. 3/88 
*% change % change % change 
Dairy and Eggs 5 5.0 5.1 3.8 
Cereals and Bread 7 2.2 2.2 Saul 
Beverage 5 -24.3 “015 TAG 
Canned Fruits & Vegetables 
Canned Fruit 2 =. 0 5.4 a al ahs, 
Canned Vegetable 4 6.0 1655 AESIeeS 
Canned Juices 4 1.4 Sore 4.2 
Fresh Fruit & Vegetable 10 Sak SLES Gite! Sac 
Dry Groceries 7 214.1 -14.1 -2.9 
Oils and Fat 4 0.6 weve -0.8 
Jams and Syrup 3 asf -9 ZOO 72.9 
Other Groceries 6 oa Fe) -1.8 “0.4 
Meats 
Beef 6 7.2 Shs hate 
Lamb 1 55 0.0 0.0 
Pork 5 -0.9 Sut Ne 
Poultry 3 -6.3 SD eff -10.9 
Total 72 -3.8 SS 225 
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PRICE COMPARISON BETWEEN TORONTO AND 36 OTHER COMMUNITIES 
Southern Ontario 


The total price of the 72 items monitored in June, 1988 was lower 
than Toronto in all other Southern Ontario communities monitored. 
The price spread between Toronto and four communities widened, 
reflecting larger price declines in these communities compared to 
Toronto. Price spread narrowed in three other Southern Ontario 
communities. 


Northern Ontario 


Total price was lower than Toronto in four of the eleven Northwestern 
Ontario communities monitored. The price spread between Toronto and 
nine communities narrowed, reflecting price improvements in these 
communities compared to Toronto. The price spread widened in two 
other communities reflecting lower price increases in these 
communities compared to Toronto. 


Northeastern Ontario 


Total price was lower in 17 of the 18 Northeastern Ontario 
commnities surveyed. The price spread narrowed in seven communities 
and widened in eleven others. 


A comparison of price differentials between Toronto and all other 
communities monitored can be found in Table 2. Table 2a shows the 
average price of easily comparable items in 37 Ontario communities as 
of June 2, 1988. 
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Table 2: 


Comparison of Total Prices for 72 Food Items Between Toronto and 36 Other 
Communities in Ontario 











Dec. 3/87 Mar. 3/88 Jun. 3/88 
COMMUNITY % Difference % Difference % Difference 
from Toronto from Toronto from Toronto 
Toronto - - : 
Southern Ontario 
Hamilton -6.8 EGAN -6.1 
Kingston “1.9 -1.6 -5.6 
London OLR -2.0 -4.1 
Ottawa -13.4 13.9 -12.8 
Owen Sound -6.6 52 -5<58 
Peterborough “1.4 -3.0 <ieieS 
Windsor -7.4 -3.0 -4.7 
Northwestern Ontario 
Atikokan 3.9 3.5 1.8 
Dryden ae 1.9 0.1 
Fort Frances 1.4 6.5 -0.8 
Geraldton -3.0 0.3 21.7 
Ignace 4.7 6.8 6.4 
Kenora -9.8 -9.9 -13.1 
Marathon 5.8 4.7 3.1 
Rainy River 3.4 VST 0.2 
Red Lake 3.0 5.7 1.4 
Sioux Lookout 9.0 6.0 S52 
Thunder Bay -4.4 -4.6 -6.6 
Northeastern Ontario 
Blind River “4.9 “4.4 -9.2 
Chapleau -3.2 “1.4 ~2ie2 
Cochrane “2.9 -0.9 -0.7 
Elliot Lake -10.4 -6.2 -7.0 
Espanola -8.0 “7.35 -6.6 
Hearst -2.1 ect -2.4 
Iroquois Falls “12.3 -8.2 -11.6 
Kapuskasing “1,2 Vat =S05 
Kirkland Lake -12.3 7.9 -6.2 
Manitoulin Island -0.8 2.3 -1.5 
Moosonee 8.0 10.9 10.7 
New Liskeard 1 | -4.8 -655 
North Bay -3.8 -2.6 -2.8 
: Sault Ste. Marie -8.2 -5.9 -7.4 
| Sturgeon Falls -4.8 “4.0 3.5 
| Sudbury “4.1 “4.5 “4.4 
Timmins -8.2 -8.4 -9.9 
Wawa -8.1 -7.1 -7.2 


ee ee ie Eee 
Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of Consumer 


and Commercial Relations 
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TABLE 2a: 3-Store Average* of Easily Comparable Food Items in 37 Ontario Communities, June, 1988 


Dollars 
Dry Coffee Canned Tomato Bananas Sirloin Whole 
Butter Milk Eggs Cereal Flour Instant Corn Juice 1 lb. Sugar Steak Chicken 

Omer Sy es Midori SO tg eS e5kgy WOnoz wet Tory 48 oz. 2 kg. 1 Ib. 4 1b, 
Toronto 2.609 “3.22 1.48 (§1.95 5.79 7:90 2095, 4.92 09) 12.09 755.599) 2-02 
S. Ontario 
Hamilton 1.81s 3.05s 91s) 1.92 5.25 Veicecs -89s 1.92 -65 692s (5700s 1.85 
Kingston 2.47 2.60 1.27 1.82 4.39 7.90 1.16 1.69s 09> shald (4,955 52.02 
London 2.35s 2.69 1.19 1.93 5.79 7.48s 89s 1.92 -0O9 t.15s 95.05 2.05 
Ottawa 2-6eNr 2-72) 71209 . 1.72 4.89 6.26 a/O; “Mg25s 45 -85s 3.99s 1.35 
Owen Sound 1.99 2.89 -99s 2.19 5.74 8.11 alte plcod 569s Weel SSS. ie ovs 
Peterborough 2.79 2.92 1.29 1.82 5.59 7.90 -83s 1.65 he) W isQo BOs lee micas 
Windsor 2.299 2-658... 11s001.91 S212. 97290 79 = =61.99 62 mre t 6595.55 1.99 
N.W. Ontario 
Atikokan 2.70 5.02 1.49 1.69 5.26 8.74 85 2.13 19 pel Ome eee 99S 
Dryden 2.62 4.68 1.34 1.69 4.68s 8.74 201. ete 667 “J %c6c8 ole 1.93 
Fort Frances 2.56s 4.50 1.26 1.94 4.47s 7.62 -82s 2.27 e598 762.4555 S 98S 1.72 
Geraldton 2.84 4.01 1.64 1.588 4.68s 8.74 -82 1.49 74 1.74 4.14 1.60 
Ignace Osfi 94544 IWES6 91566." 5.11, “8.25. s9e «61,97. SOUS TsOV a (0s Om tes 
Kenora 2.26 4.55 99 1.59 4.19s 6.24 79 = §=1.59 2529-16469 4.76 1.59 
Marathon Zob9 5.02) 1.465 1,829 5 0s Boll 95 2.03 -69 1.80s 5.49 1.39s 
Rainy River 2.99 5.05 1.59 1.60 4.74 8.34 «90 2019 SOU Iho as eS 1.81 
Red Lake 2595t Hh 4289 raehD 61 6905257 7249s -89 2.09 AY & (itp oh eT 1.79 
Sioux Lookout 2.72s 4.79 1.45 1.72 4.83s 8.99 91 1.82 ale” Wetein 6.22) 1.59S 
Thunder Bay 2.62 5.69 3535s 7.59 5.59 7.86 -85 1.59s 29) 2509) "4.62 N Iases 
N.E. Ontario 
Blind River 2.29 3.19s 1.09s -99s 5.75 6.24s .6¢ = 1759 -49 1.298 3.29s 1.19s 
Chaplesau 2.82 4.99 1.50 2.00 5.89 9.16 93 1.94 ooo © (12868) 4.275 1.467 
Cochrane Lye) e099 1.54 4562 5.99 7.98 -90 1.84 509 Sa Oe> Woe ol 1.34 
Elliot Lake 2259) 95519 98 15098 1 549 65286 6526 84 1.92 54 1.29 3.64 1.19s 
Espanola 2.29 3.19 1.09 1.74 5.89 £7.17s —9e 1.92 49 5 T2299 4,13 1.49s 
Hearst 2.67 4.29 1.48 1.64 5.92 8.11 -86 1.79 569s 1599 45579) Bl 239s 
Iroquois Falls 2.29 3.09 1.09 1.58 5.77 8.83 82 1.94 <2) 4229. «3.04 99S 
Kapuskasing 2.61 4.45 1.47 1.89 5.99 3.47s 91 1.59 -66 1.145 4.29s 2.04 
Kirkland Lake 2.29 ues9oS. 4539" 71.767 35.98) 7.79 -82s 1.52s -69 1.29 4.84 1.74 
Manitoulin Island 2.76 4.89 1.56 1.94 6.19 8.11 <97 1.52 -69 1.95 4.99 1.39s 
Moosonee 2.74 5.55 1.69 1.428 4.72s 10.63 s03 (2.02 -79s 1.96 4.11s 1.99 
New Liskeard 2.29 3.09 1.09 1.74 5.99 7.17 -89 1.89 -49 1.298 4.49s 1.74 
North Bay 2.49 3.19 1.09 1.89 5.82 7.90 295 0 NeteSe ey sde. AuS26. 55509 ews 
Sault St. Marie 2.29 3.19 1.09 1.59s 4.86s 7.44s -89 1.79 -69 1.09s 4.75 1.69 
Sturgeon Falls 2.59 3.39 1.24 1.498 5.74 8.11 -92 1.89 -74 2 #1.49s 5.54 1.54 
Sudbury 2.39 2.99 1.22 1.88 4.79s 7.69 305) (195 362 1.2e$ 9.5.15 1.49 
Timmins 2.29 2.92 1.09 1.55s 5.90 6.86s 6 AC -62 1.29 4.59s 1.42 
Wawa 2.29 4.14 1.09 1.44s 5.45 7.17 -84s 1.90 54 1.29 4.19 £1.29 


a a i a a ar eS a ee ee 


* WOTE: Specials are included in all locations 
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ONTARIO COMMUNITIES 

PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PRICES FROM 

PREVIOUS QUARTER FOR ALL CENTRES 
During the quarter, March to June 1988, the total price of the 72 
items monitored declined in eight of the 37 Ontario commmnities 
surveyed. Decreases ranged from 1.3 percent in Kenora to 4.7 percent 
in Fort Francis. Increases in the other commmnities ranged from 0.1 
percent in Thunder Bay to 4.3 percent in Kirkland Lake. 


Some categories such as groceries, oils and fats, pork and poultry 
registered price declines in many communities, mainly due to 
promotional activities during the June monitoring. 


However, commmities such as Windsor and Red Lake showed significant 
increases in the poultry category due to lifting of March specials. 


Significant increases in the beef category in Sioux Lookout and 
Hearst, the Pork category in Ottawa and Moosonee as well as the Lamb 
category in Hamilton, Ignace, Kenora and Moosonee, were also mainly 
due to the return to regular prices from March specials. 


Percentage changes in prices for all centres are shown in Table 3. 
Table 3a gives the price movement of the 72 items by category for all 
centres for the period March to June 1988. 
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Table 3 


Percentage Changes in Prices from Previous Quarters for All Centres 


Dec. 3/87 


Sept 3/87 


Toronto 


Southern Ontario 
Hamilton 
Kingston 

London 

Ottawa 

Owen Sound 
Peterborough 
Windsor 


Northwestern Ontario 


Atikokan 
Dryden 

Fort Frances 
Geraldton 
Ignace 
Kenora 
Marathon 
Rainy River 
Red Lake 
Sioux Lookout 
Thunder Bay 


Northeastern Ontario 


Blind River 
Chapleau 
Cochrane 

Elliot Lake 
Espanola 

Hearst 

Iroquois Falls 
Kapuskasing 
Kirkland Lake 
Manitoulin Island 
Moosonee 

New Liskeard 
North Bay 

Sault Ste. Marie 
Sturgeon Falls 
Sudbury 

Timmins 

Wawa 


Dec. 3/87 
% Difference 


-0.8 


Set, 
-Ss0 
-2.6 
oe oe 
-4.8 
21.9 
“4.7 


Vie 
-1.9 
0.1 
oe 
2a fests 
«3.6 
i PAC 
1.8 
weet 
0.7 
-O003 


-0.3 
-2.0 
-2.5 
-5.0 
-4.5 

255 
-6.7 

* 

-5.0 
-2.4 
-0.8 
-3.1 
-2.0 
-4.2 
-2.5 
“1.9 
-2.8 
-1.0 


Mar. 3/88 
% Difference 


"Ose 
1.1 
“0.1 
oy I A 
-1.6 
= Ono 


Mar. 3/88 
Jun. 3/88 
% Difference 


2.5 
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Source: Ontario Food Price Monitoring Program, Ontario Ministry of 


Consumer and Commercial Relations 
Note: Data for Kapuskasing not computed due to technical problems in Sept. 
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SCOPE OF MONITORING 


This report presents the results of food price monitoring in Toronto 
and 36 Ontario communities. Previously, Toronto and 34 Ontario 
communities were monitored. In August, 1981, Owen Sound and 
Kingston were added to cover regions which were not included in 


previous monitoring. This report is prepared quarterly. 


Additional copies of earlier reports can be obtained by contacting 
Research Section of the Ontario Ministry of Consumer and Commercial 
Relations, 9th floor, 555 Yonge St. Toronto, Ontario M7A 2H6. 


A list of 72 mass-purchased food products, representing over 30 food 
companies, was compiled as the basis for food price monitoring at the 
retail level throughout the province. The food groupings included 
many staples and closely related to the normal purchase selections of 
consumers in the supermarket. during the monitoring, both the 
regular and special prices of the 72 items were recorded. 


Food prices were checked in stores chosen from a selection of 
supermarkets that collectively represent over 70 percent of the 
estimated market in the eleven major centres in Ontario. These 
market centres include Toronto, Hamilton, Kingston, London, Ottawa, 
Owen Sound, Peterborough, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, and 
Windsor. | 


These 11 cities represent more than 55 percent of the province's 
population. A monitored supermarket sample of three major chains was 
undertaken in each of the 11 centres. In addition, price monitoring 
in 26 northeastern and northwestern Ontario communities facilitated 
province-wide price comparisons. Thus, the resulting price trends in 
Ontario are broadly based. 


Methodology 


Prices of the 72 food items were collected in 37 centres (the 11 
major markets and 26 other commmities) on the same day quarterly. 
The average prices for each centre were calculated from the prices 
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monitored in three stores where possible. In some small commmities 
only two stores could be monitored. Since consumers had the 
opportunity to take advantage of special prices, specials were 
included in the monitoring. Any specials included in historical 
comparisons of food prices are indicated. 


Since problems of product availability are often encountered in some 
of the more remote and smaller communities, appropriate adjustments 
had to be made for size or brand substitutions, using a price-per- 
unit comparison and prices for comparable brands of the same size. 
Staples and items sold in large volume were selected for monitoring. 


The monitored items were divided into 10 food categories so that 
prices could be compared without revealing individual brand names. 
The 10 categories are: 


Dairy and Eggs; 

Cereals and Bread 

Canned Fruits and Vegetables (including canned juices) 
Fresh Fruits and Vegetables 

Dry Groceries 

Oils and Fats 

Jams and Syrups; 

Other Groceries; and 

: Meats (including beef, frozen lamb, pork & poultry). 


The percentage price changes were calculated for individual items on 
an historical and geographical basis. Other calculations included a 
comparison of prices between Toronto and other centres as well as 
percentage changes in prices from previous month for all centres. 
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